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REVIEWS PERILS OF THE ROAD 
Sir CHARLES WILSON 

a LEGAL NEWS ........ 
IN PARLIAMENT. ........000eeeeeees 811 | Wuepina-uP Notices . 
COUNTY COURTS BILL ........cee00. 814 BANKRUPTCY NOTICES . 


Cases Reported this Week. 

Chellew v Brown. . oa - = oe “ 

Eustace v Eustace 

Hull v McKenna ™ “a ‘9 an oa * 

In re Shakespeare Memorial Trust: The Earl of Lytton v 
The Attorney-General 

Pickles v Foulsham 

Smith v Lloyd 


Current Topics. 


The Statutes of the Session. 


THis YEAR'S Session of Parliament has up to the present 
shown a considerable legislative output and several Bills of 
importance are awaiting further progress when the session is 
resumed in November. There has been a further Unemployment 
Insurance Act (13 Geo. 5, c. 2)’; the Fees (Increase) Act (c. 4), 
increasing fees under the Merchant Shipping Acts and in con- 
nection with a number of miscellaneous matters—but not 
imposing, as was at first intended—fees for admission to the 
British Museum ; the Dangerous Drugs and Poisons (Amendment) 
Act, 13 & 14 Geo. 5 (c. 5), amending the Act of 1920 and increasing 
the powers of search and penalties for offences in connection with 
dangerous drugs; the Industrial Assurance Act (c. 8), which 
consolidates and amends the law as to this class of insurance : 
see ante, p. 721; the Agricultural Holdings Act (c. 9), which 
performs the much needed task of consolidating the statute law 
as to agricultural holdings ; the Special Constables Act (c. 11), 
which makes permanent, with amendment, the war provisions 
as to special constables; the Rent Restrictions (Notices of 
Increase) Act (c.-13), which reverses as from Ist December, 1922, 
the result, finally established by Kerr v. Bryde, 1923, A.C. 16, 
in respect of the failure to serve notice to quit with a notice to 
increase rent; the Finance Act (c. 14), which increases the 
penalties for evasion of income tax, and makes new provision as 
to appeals against assessments of house property, and amends 
the scale of allowances for repairs. 


The Latest Statutes. 

THERE ARE ALSO a series of Acts which have received the Royal 
Assent quite recently, and the whole of which have not yet been 
issued with the chapter numbers assigned. The most important 
of these are,the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Act; the 
Matrimonial Causes Act (c. 19), which places both spouses in the 
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same position as regards dissolution of marriage on the ground 
of adultery ; the Mines (Working Facilities and Support) Act, 
which makes important changes in the power to work minerals 
where the working may interfere with the right of support for 
buildings or with the mining code of the Railway Clauses Act, 
1845; the Housing, &c., Act, 1923, which is the latest effort to 
facilitate the erection of houses and makes further provision for 
assisted schemes, and, among other matters, extends from £800 
to £1,200 the limit of value of houses subject to the Small 
Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899 ; the Agricultural Holdings Acts 
(Amendment) Act, which cures the defect as to service of com- 
pensation notices revealed by Dale v. Hat fie ld Chase Corporation, 
1922, 2 K.B. 282, and with better management should have been 
incorporated in the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1923, noticed 
above ; the Intoxicating Liquor (Sale to Persons under Eighteen) 
Act, which has been a prominent feature of the Session ; the 
Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions Act, which is already 
sufficiently well known; and the Universities of Oxford and 
Cambridge Act. The most important Bills standing over to the 
Autumn Session are the Administration of Justice and Criminal 
Justice Bills, the Workmen’s Compensation Bill, and the Mental 
Treatment Bill. No information has been published so far as to 
the prospect of introducing the Consolidating Law of Property 


sills. 


The late Mr. I. A. Symmons. 


THE SUDDEN death of Mr. IsragL A 
Magistrate at Marylebone, removes from the London police 
courts a notable and very interesting figure. Mr. Symmons had 
been on the bench for a dozen years, and had acquired a reputa- 
tion for shrewd homely common-sense expressed in genial wit 
not unlike that of his famous predecessor at Marylebone, the late 
Mr. A. C. PLlowpen. Unlike most metropolitan magistrates, he 
had been a practitioner at the Old Bailey before his appointment, 


Symmons, the Police 


and he was exceptionally familiar with the lights and shades of 
the lower life of London. At one time he contested a parlia- 
mentary seat in the Liberal interest, and he was also, in his 
earlier days, a pronounced supporter of the Feminist movement. 
But experience on the bench led him to the conclusion that 
woman Is now the privileged party in our marriage laws and our 
criminal law, and with characteristic frankness he said openly 
in his court that he had somewhat changed his vi *Ws On this 
matter. The result was that, for some time, he was much abused 
in certain quarters ; but he went his way with cheery unconcern. 
Unlike High Court judges, 
specially long-lived class of men; 
painful experiences of a polic e-court do not tend to lengthen the 
His untimely death will 


stipendiary magistrates are not a 
probably the worries and 


lives of specially sympathetic spirits. 
be generally regretted. 


A Lawyer President of the United States. 

PrestpENT of the United States, Mr. Cavin 
CooLIpGE, must not be confused with the distinguished Inter- 
national Lawyer who is Professor of History at Harvard, and 
Editor of ‘‘ Foreign Affairs’? (The American Quarterly Journal 
of International Law), Mr. Cary Coo.ipGe; but, like his 
academic namesake, he, too, is what CHAUCER would have called 
a‘ Man of Lawe.” There has of late been a growing tendency 
of the United States to revert to the practice of its first fifty 
years and select as candidates for the Presidential Chair distin- 
guished or successful members of the legal profession, whether 
practitioners or teachers. Mr. Wooprow WItson, Chief Justice 
Tart, Judge Hucues, and Mr. Bryan are examples in point. 
After a successful career at the New York Bar, Mr. Coo.ipar 
years was its Chairman. 


THE NEW 


was elected to the Senate and for som? 
He has never been a prominent favourite for the highest office in 
the Republic, however, and the fact that he was selected to run 
for the Vice-Presidency is almost proof positive that he is not an 
ambitious man. For Vice-Presidential candidates are usually 
rather the figureheads of a party than its active campaigners; 
and the only function of a U.S. Vice-President is to be ready to 





occupy the Presidential Chair, should it become vacant during the 
President's term, of office. This has in fact happened on five 
occasions in the history of the United States. 


The Public Trustee’s Immunity from Deed Stamps. 
UnpER our Parliamentary news we print a question put by 
Sir ArrHuR LEveR in the House of Commons as to the privilege 
enjoyed by the Public Trustee of escaping the ten shillings stamp 
duty which other corporate trustees have to bear on documents 
sealed by them, but which, if they were individuals, would be 
under hand only and would bear a sixpenny stamp. The answer 
given by Sir Witt1am Joynson-Hicks was that the advantage 
enjoyed by the Public Trustee is not of much practical importance, 


| and he is not aware of any sufficier. reasor for initiating legisla- 


tion extending it to other bodies. And, of course, there never is 
any reason for interfering with the special rights and privileges 
of the bureaucracy until—if Sir Witi1aM will forgive the reference 

the House of Commons takes the bit between its teeth, and 
upsets the calm and even tenor of life at Somerset House or 
elsewhere in Government precinets. But this is not a matter of 
“ P.D.” with its heavy expense to the public, and probably the 
Public Trustee will retain the singular privilege undisturbed, 
And yet there must be quite a number of Banks and Insurance 
Comparies acting as trustees who are, in fairness, entitled to the 
privilege just as much as the Public Trustee. 


Technical Conveyancing and Estate Duty. 

Tue errect of the decision of the Court of Appeal in Re 
Constable's Settled Estates, 1919, 1 Ch. 178, is well known. When 
upon a re-settlement of family estates the tenant for life and his 
eldest son, who is tenant in tail in remainder, join to bar the entail 
and convey the land to new uses under which the tenant for life 
takes a new life estate stated to be‘‘ in restoration ” of his former 
life estate, these are words that fail to achieve a conveyancing 
impossibility. The old life estate is gone, and though certain 
powers, express Or statutory, may be kept alive, yet the estate 
itself cannot be restored. The actual estate of the tenant for 
life is his new life estate under the re-gettlement. In Attorney- 
General v. Parr, W.N. 1923, p. 197, this doctrine had a curious 
effect on the rate of estate duty payable on the death of a 
tenant for life in 1920. He took his old life estate under the will 
of a testator who died in 1870, but he took his new life estate under 
a re-settlement of 1895. Under the somewhat complicated 
provisions of the Finance Act,1894, s. 4; Finance Act, 1900, s.12 (2); 
and Fihance Act, 1907, s. 16, the settled estate was not liable to 
aggregation if he took it under will of the testator-—that is under 
a disposition made before 1st August, 1894— but it was liable to 
aggregation if he took it under the re-settlement which was after 
that date. Since the free state was of great value, aggregation 
would enhance the rate of estate duty, and throw a greater 
burden on the settled property. But in view of Re Constable's 
Settled Estates, Romer, J., held that the life estate arose under 
the re-settlement, and the settled property was therefore liable 
to aggregation. But the variation of taxation to suit the 
technicalities of conveyancing appears to show a _ want of 


substantial reason. 


The Right of an Infant to recover money paid under 

a Contract. 

THe LAW AS to the right of an infant to recover money paid 
by him without coasideration does not appear to be affected by 
the decision of the Court of Appeal in Steinberg v. Scala (Leeds), 
Lid., ante, p. 656, though the Court of Appeal differed from 
Sriatine, J., in Hamilton v. Vaughan-Sherrin &c. Co. (1894, 
3 Ch. 589), on the question whether there was under the similar 
circumstances of the two cases an entire failure of consideration. 
In each case ap infant applied for shares in a company, received 
an allotment, and made the payments on the shares so far as 
they had become due. The infant then repudiated the contract 
and claimed the return of the money paid. As to the right to 








repudiate the contract there was no doubt, for the infant was 
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incapable of making a contract. But the claim to the return 
of the money paid is a different matter, and it cannot be supported 
if the infant has derived an advantage from the contract ; that 
is, the money can only be recovered if there has been a total 
failure of consideration: Corpe v. Overton, 10 Bing. 252. In 
Hamilton v. Vaughan-Sherrin Co., supra, St1RL1NG, J. considered 
that the mere holding of shares which were never turned into 
money was not an“ advantage.” The consideration had totally 
failed and the infant was entitled to the return of the money paid. 
On this point the Court of Appeal have in Steinberg’s Case taken 
a different view. The mere holding of shares—at any rate, 
where it is proved that they have at some time during the holding 
a realizable value—is an advantage to the infant which excludes 
entire failure of consideration and excludes therefore the right 
to recover the money paid, notwithstanding that the infant does 
not in fact receive pecuniary return. 


The Rule in Miller vy. Hancock. 


AN IMPORTANT point of principle was incidentally decided 
by the House of Lords in Fairman v. Perpetual Insurance 
Building Society, 1923, A.C. 74, where Lord BuckMasTER 
expressly stated that the decision of the House must be 
taken to over-rule the well-known case of Miller v. Hancock, 
1893, 2 Q.B. 177. It was there decided that an owner who 
lets out flats, but retains the common staircase under his 
own control, is liable for negligent repair or lighting of that 
staircase to persons who visit the tenants on lawful business, 
i.e., to “invitees” as distinguished from “ licensees” or 
“ trespassers.” The implied over-ruling of Miller v. Hancock 
in Fairman’s Case, supra, puts an end to the doctrine that a 
landlord can be liable for neglect to repair the premises to persons 
other than the tenants; in other words, his liability is purely 
contractual, not delictual. There is no liability in tort because 
he owes no duty to persons whom he does not himself ‘‘ invite ” 
to use the premises. This supports.the view taken in Huggett 
v. Miers, 1908, 2 K.B. 278, where it was pointed out that 
“invitees ” of the tenant are not ‘‘ invitees ” of the landlord, but 
only “‘ licensees,” 7.e., they are not asked, expressly or impliedly, 
to use the common steircase but are merely given permission to 
do so. Therefore the ground of liability in Indermaur v. Dames, 
L.R. 1 C.P. 274, which only binds an owner or occupier in respect 
of persons ‘‘ invited ” by him to use the premises, does not affect 
the landlord of a common staircase in respect of visitors to his 
tenants. 


An Attempt to Corrupt Prison Warders. 


A FoRM OF conspiracy seldom heard of outside the realm of 
fiction was recently dealt with in the Court of Criminal Appeal ; 
see R. v. George Drake; R. v. Alfred White, Times, 31st July. 
The appellants, two friends of a man who was undergoing a term 
of imprisonment, had sought to incite certain warders to convey 
letters to the prisoner, but the scheme was frustrated and the two 
men were arrested on a charge of conspiracy and received sentences 
of eighteen months and two years imprisonment, respectively, 
with hard labour. The subject of conspiracy is lucidly expounded 
in Haisbury’s “‘ Laws of England,” Vol. 9, where, in dealing with 
the various branches of this offence, it is stated (p. 262, 
para. 542) that ‘‘ A conspiracy to prevent, obstruct, pervert or 
defeat the course of public justice is criminal.’ The conspiracy 
in the present case clearly comes within the scope of that observa- 
tion, and the court saw no reason for interfering with the sentences. 
The Lord Chief Justice pointed out where the true seriousness 
of the offence lay. He emphasised the cruelty of the conduct of 
the appellants towards the prison officials, saying that if such a 
plot were to succeed and to be discovered it was certain to lead 
to the dismissal of the warder concerned from the public service. 
He also said that it could not be too generally recognised that it 
was a very grave thing for friends of prisoners undergoing 
sentences to endeavour, by corrupt offers, to induce prison officers 
to depart from their duty, and that, in the present case, it was a 


» stuel temptation deliberately offered in pursuance of a concerted 








plan. The gravity of the offence was, therefore, obviously not 
regarded as being dependent upon its possible effect upon the 
prisoner. Whether the intention was ultimately to compass his 
escape, or merely to mitigate the dreariness of his prison life, is 
obviously a question of little or no importance in comparison 
with that aspect of the conspiracy which was emphasised by the 
court. 


The Title of Proceedings in Lunacy. 
THE FOLLOWING Practice Note is published in the Weekly 
Notes of 7th July :— 

‘The Judges of the Chancery Division have decided that in future 
all applications for vesting orders under the Lunacy Acts should be 
intituled—In the Matter of the Trust in question, and in the Matter 
of the Trustee Act, 1893, and that there should be no reference to 
any of the Lunacy Acts in the title. The statement in the body of 
the summons, required by Ord. 54n, r. 44, should, however, be in the 
following form :—-‘ This application is made under s. [ | of the Act 
53 Vict. c. 5, s. 1 of the Act 1 & 2 Geo. 5, c. 40, and s. 2 of the Act 
12 & 13 Geo. 5, c. 60.’ ”’ 

What these Acts are is a matter wrapped in mystery, until on 
referring to the usual sources of information we find that they 
are the Lunacy Act, 1890, the Lunacy Act, 1911, and the Lunacy 
Act, 1922. And these are the titles which Parliament gave to 
the Acts intending them to be used. Why, then, cannot the 
Chancery Judges prescribe a form of summons in accordance 
with the intentions of the Legislature and of common-sense. To 
quote statutes by the regnal year is inconvenient and uninforming. 
We are quite aware that the Lunacy Office never allows the 
word “ lunacy” to be used, and all the uafortunate persons it 
controls are “patients.” But until Parliament chooses to re-name 
the Lunacy Acts, they ought, of course, to be referred to in legal 
proceedings by their correct titles. 








The County Courts Bill. 


WE print on another page the County Courts Bill, which was 
introduced by the Attorney-General in the House of Commons 
just before the adjournment. It is based on the Report of the 
County Court Staff Committee which was appointed by the then 
Lord Chancellor in 1914, with Mr. Riapy Swirt, now Mr. Justice 
Swit, as Chairman, but which did not make its Report till the 
end of 1920. The Report dealt with the position and remuneration 
of registrars, high bailiffs, clerks and bailiffs. Under s. 45 of the 
County Courts Act, 1888, thetremuneration of the registrar in 
general fluctuates with the number of plaints in the year, with a 
minimum of £100, and this is inclusive of clerks’ salaries. But 
in ‘‘ over 6,000” courts—that is, courts where the number of 
plaints in the year has at any time exceeded 6,000—the salary 
is fixed by the Treasury with the con¢urrence of the Lord 
Chancellor, but the net salary, exclusive of clerks’ salaries and 
office expenses to be allowed, is not to exceed £700. The Lord 
Chancellor may, however, require the registrar to be “ whole- 
time,” and then the maximum salary is £1,400. In addition, the 
practice grew up—without statutory authority, for the special 
provision of s. 25 as to whole-time registrars of “ over-8,000 ” 
courts appears not to have been acted on—for the Lord Chancellor 
to require a registrar, as a condition of appointment, either to 
surrender his private practice or to submit to its restriction. 
During the war this system of remuneration broke down owing 
to the reduction of business in the county courts, and registrars 
with fluctuating salaries suffered heavily, and if they did not 
incur actual financial loss, they had to work for a salary “entirely 
inadequate ’—to use the words of the Report—‘ to the responsi- 
bility of the office they hold.” And a similar remark applies to 
the high bailiffs. ‘“ If,” said the Committee, “ the administration 
of the law in these courts is to be placed upon a sound and lasting 
foundation, immediate and radical changes must be made in the 
method of remunerating these officials.” 

The Committee were opposed altogether to the system of 
fluctuating salaries. They were of opinion that every registrar, 
whether he was debarred from or restricted in private practice 
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the business in his court ; and that such salary should b 





amount quite separate from any amoun 
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the County Court# Bill. Under clause 1 registrars ar 
appointed by the Lord Chancellor; seven years is fixed 







quali fie sf10Nn period ; the same registrar may De appoints 
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is not expressly stated, and apparently it would, as t 






now stands, be possible to make the salary fluctuate wit 
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of remuneration of clerks and office expenses or not, and 









it is inclusive of such remuneration and expenses, the 





applic able thereto may be specified—a somewhat useless m¢ 





for it really leaves the registrar with a net exclusive 






are specified, are set aside, and the amount is left entirely 
Lord Chancellor and the Treasury. Perhaps having regard 


varying circumstances of different courts this is the 








prac icable course The prop als of the Bill wi 0 
referred to later. 
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retirement and pension; of registrars ar 


mended substantial alterations in the appointment and co 


by the registrar out of his own remuneration, are the « mpl 





ments should be in no way d pe nd nt upon the é bb wn | fl yw of 
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and the Lord Chancellor may, with the concurrence of the 


or not, should have a fixed inelusiv ilary. and that his emolu 


tht b 


The 


Committee considered that, if it were possible, every 1 trar 
should be debarred from private practice; but they did 1 
that this was possible and tl id to b mtent with 
the appointment ol whole-time reg rs wherever pl ble, 
This might be assisted by combini he offices of I 
of different cour But wh whole-time appointm ‘ 
not practicable th y considered tl the registrar should be lef 
free as regards private practice—subj only to s. 41 of the Act 
of 1888, which pro ibits ti wcting directly or indirectly : 
party to proceedings in the cour nd that the « m of 
requiring an undertaking not to practice should be stopped 
They recommended, also, that the registrar uuld be appoint: 
by the Lord Chancellor, and not : ow, by the judge with th 
approval of the Lord Chancellor And the Committee recom 
mended that whole-time registrars, who were to have fixed f 
salaries of not | than £800 nor more than £1,200, | ir 
with pensions—measured according to t i. fore t 
Civil Service before 1909-—at the ; ol renty P n 
registrars were to have a fixed 1 l lusiv | vy of rt | 
£100 or more than £700, the amour »y be d m I rd 
to the business of the courts and t! ex of th uw 
responsibility, but without a pension [he amalgamation o 
the offices of regis rar and high bailiff hi ilready b pro 
ceeding under s. 37 of the Act of 1888, and in most eas 
registrar is also high bailiff. But a separ high bailiff may b 
appointed if the Lord Chancellor, with the consent of the Treasury 
so determines. And there are now some twenty-six separat 
high bailiffs of the larger courts. But the Committee recon 
mended that such separate sppointments should ceasi » be mad 
and that the duties of high bailiffs should be performed 
registrars and should be considered as paid for by the fix 
inclusive salaries; and registrars were to be solicitors of seve? 
years’ standing instead of the five years now required by s. 25 


It will be found that these recommendations are carried out DV 


d for 


two or more courts; on anv vacancy in the office of hich bailiff 
the registrar of the court will by virtue of his office be high bailiff : 


4 
Treasury, direct that the registrar shall be a whole-time registrar 
But since this will involve the rig to @ pension, satisfactory 
health will be a condition of appointmen Under clause 2 
the amount of salary is left to be determined by Lord 
Chancellor with the c msent of th Ire ury Pro! ibly it is 


intended that the salary shall be a fixed annual sum, though this 


h the 


business of the court as under s. 45. It may be either exclusivi 


W here 


par 


hod, 


alary 


lt will be noticed that the present system, and also the recom- 
mendations of the Committee under which the limits of salary 
to the 
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mos 


l regard to the 


The Report of Mr. Justice Swrrt’s Committee also recom- 
di ions 
of employment of the subordinate county court staff. Under the 
existing system the clerks, whether their remuneration is provided, 
as in the case of whole-time registrars, by the State, or is provided 


yyees 





trar. But inasmuch as they are in substance concerned 


n the business of the State and not of a private employer, the 
Commi considered that this should be recognized in their 
conditions of employment. The ¢ime, they said, had come to 


review the whole system of appointment and remuneration in 
I Ts of the courts in accordance with the present position of 
ie courts. And while the improvement in the status of the 


lerks, consequent on their becoming servants of the State, might 
lead to increased expense, the Committee pointed out that under 


the existing system some clerks were very inadequately paid. 
Che Committee accordingly recommended that the State should 
ive a voice as to the appointment and conditions of service of 
lerks, and as to the amount of selary allotted to them; and that 
he distinetion between “ over-6,000 ” and other courts should be 
abolished, and that all whole-time clerks should have the status 
nd advantages of established civil servants. How far these 
recommendations are carried out by the Bill must be judged 
from the terms of Clause 3 as to the appointment and duties of 
he subordinate’staff and Clauses 5 and 6 as topensions. The staff 
were represented before the Committee, and have, we presume, 
been represented in the negotiations attending the preparation of 
the Bill, by the County Court Clerks’ Association. Under Clause 3 
the arrangements as to the appointment and allocation of duties 


f the tf. including assistant registrars who must be solicitors 
of not less thar seven years’ standing, are vested in the Lord 
Chancellor acting with the concurrence of the Treasury, but where 


» registrar or’ high bailiff is paid a salary inclusive of clerks’ 
remuneration and office expenses, whether a part of the salary is 
specifically allotted to these purposes or not, the powers of the 
Lord Chancellor are to be exercised by the registrar or high 
bailiff—presumably with the concurrence of the Treasury. 

The provisions as to retirement and pensions of the registrars 
and clerks, etc., are contained in Clauses 4, 5 and 6. The normal 
ge for retirement of whole-time registrars will be seventy-two, 
ind they will be pensionable in accordance with the Super- 
unnuation Acts, 1834 to 1919, subject to certain modifications. 
Che age for retirement of clerks and bailiffs who are whole-time, 
and are specially brought within the enactment by the Lord 
Chancellor witb the consent of the Treasury, will be sixty-five ; 
rks or bailiffs over fifty years of age may continue 
up to seventy. Under Clause 5 there may be a gratuity on 


retirement and Clause 6 provides for persons employed in court 


servi i.e., aS an assistant registrar, clerk, bailiff, or usher, or 
clerk in a district registry of the High Court—being, under a 


lirection of the Lord Chancellor given in the particular case, 
accorded the status of a permanent civil servant with allowances 
under the Superannuation Acts. Upon the whole it would 
m that the Bill is successful in giving effect to the Report of 
the Committee while conferring large discretionary powers on the 
Lord Chancellor to be exercised with the concurrence of the 
iry. The Lord Chancellor’s County Courts Department 
will acquire extended functions, but within the last two or three 
years—perhaps longer—a good deal of county court re-arrange- 
ment has been going on, and presumably it has been carried out 
' 


with a view to facilitating the impending legislative changes. 








Reviews. 


Magistrates’ Law. 

Tue Justice’s Note-Book. Containing a Short Account of the 
Jurisdiction and Duties of Justices, and an Epitome of the 
Criminal Law. By the late W. Knox WieraAM, J.P. Tenth 
Edition. by JoHn Epwin MitcHett, J.P., Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 12s. 6d.; for cash, 10s. 

The last edition of this concise and convenient summary of 
Magistrates’ Law was produced by the late Mr, C. M. Atkinson, 
Stipendiary Magistrate for Leeds. That was thirteen years ago; 
and the present editor has had to notice many important changes. 
But he has continued the original plan of the book by keeping it 
down to the size of a Note-Book, and, as far as possible, he has 
stated the law in simple language. Part I, which deals with 
jurisdiction, is comparatively short, but attention is properly 
called to the provision of s. 1 of the Administration of Justice 


Act, 1914, under which magistrates are required to allow time for . 
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the payment of fines save under certain specified circumstances. 
It is doubtful whether this obligation is sufficiently observed. 
And attention is also called to the opinion expressed by the Home 
Secretary that Juvenile Courts, if the intention of Parliament is 
to be carried out, must be held in a separate building or separate 
room. Provision to this effect in London is made by the 
Juvenile Courts (Metropolis) Act, 1920. The chapters on 
Indictable Offences, where there is a committal for trial, or 
where summary jurisdiction is exercised, deal clearly with these 
branches of magistrates’ duties, and this Part of the book closes 
with a useful sketch of proceedings in Quarter Sessions. The 
question of jurisdiction and procedure being thus disposed of, 
Part II, which constitutes the greater part of the book, defines in 
alphabetical order the various offences with which justices may 
have to deal and the penalties to be imposed. The arrangement 
and style of the book, and its full, though concise, contents, make 
it a very valuable guide to magisterial duties. 
The Scientific Examination of Documents. 

DOCUMENTS AND THEIR SCIENTIFIC EXAMINATION. With especial 

reference to the Chemistry involved in cases of suspected 

Forgery, Investigation of Disputed Documents, Handwriting, 

&e. By C. AtnswortH Mircnetn, M.A. (Oxon.), F.LC. 

With 59 Illustrations. Charles Griffin & Company, Ltd. 

This is a smail and convenient book of some 200 pages, and 
is, perhaps, the first attempt to deal fully with the scientific 
examination of the material parts of documents—the paper, 
the writing, secret writing, finger prints, and soon. It is based 
on the personal experience of the author extending over many 
years, and includes the results of a great variety of investigations 
on such subjects as the composition and behaviour of inks, 
pencil pigments, sealing wax, and other writing materials, in 
connection with their use upon documents. Expert evidence 
as to handwritingis, perhaps, not greatly in favour ; but scientific 
examination of documents in their material aspect is of a different 
nature, and Mr. Mitchell’s book, with the account of his experi- 
ments, will be of great value when the authenticity of documents 
is in question. 

In the first chapter Mr. Mitchell describes his apparatus for 
conducting a preliminary examination of documents :—the 
means of obtaining photographic reproductions; of fixing 
certain portions of the document beneath ruled squares so as 
to obtain exact comparison of details; the microscopes used, 
and the methceds of microscopic examination; the various 
measuring devices; and the records of colouring, all accom- 
panied with profuse illustrations. In the second chapter the 
paper, and the methods of examining it, are described. The 
paper itself is traced from the Egyptian papyrus down to modern 
times, and ancient specimens of water-marks are given, and 
the characteristics of fibrous cotton and linen in rag paper are 
described, and alsc—still with illustrations—wood and esparto 
and straw paper. Then there is the detection of imitation 
water-marks, and of artificially aged paper. This is followed 
by chemical examination of the paper and its colouring matter. 
In chapter III we get to Pens and Pen Markings, and again 
Mr. Mitchell starts with the reed pens of ancient Egypt, and 
coming down to the present day, describes the nature of pen- 
strokes, the effect of chemicals on ink, the estimation of the age 
of ink in writings, and examples are given of recent cases in 
which these methods have produced useful results. Chapter V 
takes up what Mr. Mitchell describes as the more difficult problem 
of distinguishing the writing done with different kinds of pencils— 
i.e., pencil pigments in writing; Chapter VII deals with the 
examination of hand-writing—not according to the dogmatic 
opinion of a handwriting expert—but ‘‘to demonstrate by 
scientific methods the points of resemblance or difference between 
two specimens of writing,’ and te explain why a particular con- 
clusion is based on the facts. The last four chapters—VIII 
to XI—deal with Secret.Writings on Documents ; Typewriting 
and Printing; Stamps, Seals and Envelopes; and Finger 
Prints on Documents. The whole subject is treated with great 
fulness and interest, and the book should be a valuable help 
te investigators who desire to follow up Mr. Mitchell’s methods. 








Books of the Week. 


Contract.—Principles of the English Law of Contract and of 
Agency in its Relation to Contract. By The Right Hon. Sir 
Witt1am R. Anson, Bart., D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Sixteenth 
Edition. By Maurice L. Gwyer, C.B., Barrister-at-Law. 
Clarendon Press, Oxford. 15s. net. 

Trust Accounts.—Apportionment in Relation to Trust 
Accounts. By ALAN F. Cuick, Incorporated Accountant. Sir 

c Pitman & Sons, Ltd. 6s. net. 

Rent Restriction —The Rent Acts, 1920-1923, Simplified. A 

Concise Guide to the Rent Acts Popularly Explained. By 


_ARcHIBALD SarrorD, Barrister-at-Law. Hadden, Best & Co. Ltd. 


8d. Post free, 34d. 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
+ ‘ a 
Privy Council. 
HULL v. McKENNA. 25th July. 
LEAVE TO APPEAL—PETITION FROM IRISH FREE STATE—MODE 
OF PROCEDURE. 
The Judicial Committee will look at appeals from the Irish 
Free State from the point of view of the Dominions, and will not 


give leave to appeal unless the case involves some great principle 
of wide public interest. 


This was a petition for leave to appeal from a decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Dublin. The action was for damages for 
personal injuries received by a Miss McKenna, who was run 
down by a motor-lorry. Damages were awarded the plaintiff, 
and the Court of Appeal confirmed the decision, but Lord Justice 
O’Connor dissented, and the Lord Chief Justice in his judgment 
indicated the difficulty of some questions which had arisen. 

Lord HALDANE said that before entering upon the consideration 
of this petition it would be as well to examine on what principle 
their lordships should proceed. They were Privy Councillors 
acting in the capacity of judges, and, in giving advice to His 
Majesty in a judicial spirit, they had nothing whatever to do 
with politics, policies or party considerations. What they 
did was to furnish the Sovereign with a report of what was 
proper to be done in certain instances on the principles of justice. 
The Judicial Committee sat as Privy Councillors, and they might 
be learned judges from Canada or India, or Chief Justices from 
the other Dominions. The Sovereign, as Sovereign of the 
Empire, had retained the prerogative of justice by Imperial 
statute. The growth of the Empire and particularly of the 
Dominions had led the Board to restrict substantially the exercise 
by the Sovereign of that prerogative. With regard to the 
position of Ireland, their lordships would look at the subject 
matter of appeals from the point of view of the Dominions, 
and in any petition for leave to appeal which did not involve 
some great principle or some principle of wide public interest, 
they would not give leave. What he desired to point out was 
that they would look somewhat critically at these petitions. 
The Irish Free State, by virtue of the Treaty, was now in the 
position of a Dominion, and the unwritten constitution applied 
to the Dominion of the Irish Free State just as it did to other 
free states. 

Lord BUCKMASTER said that as far as possible finality was 
to be given to the Irish courts, but there was the right of appeal 
to the King in any matter involving serious considerations. 

The case for the petitioner was then stated and their lordships, 
without calling on the respondent, dismissed the petition with 
costs. COUNSEL: Serjeant Hanna, K.C. (of the Irish Bar) and 
H. H. Joy; H. D. Connor, K.C. and Samuel Moore, K.C. (both 
of the Irish Bar). Soxnicrrons: Timbrell & Deighton; H. Z. 
Deane. 

[Reported by S. E. WILLIAMS, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


EUSTACE v. EUSTACE. No. 1. 
ITUSBAND AND WIFE—SUIT BY WIFE FoR JUDICIAL SEPARATION 
—-RESPONDENT RESIDENT IN IRELAND BUT DOMICILED IN 
ENGLAND—JURISDICTION OF COURT—MATRIMONIAL CAUSES 

AcT, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), ss. 22, 42. 

In a suit by a wife for a decree of judicial separation, the fact 
that the husband is domiciled in Enaland, although resident else- 
where, gives the court jurisdiction to make the decree. Residence 
by the respondent in England confers the like jurisdiction. 


1923, P. 31, overruled. 


26th June, 23rd July. 


Graham v. Graham, 67 Sol. J. 316; 

Appeal from a decision of Horridge, J. 

The parties were married in Edinburgh in 1915, the husband 
being then on active service in the army. From time to time 
he lived with his wife in England during short leaves, mostly in 
lodgings, and in 1917 they lived together at Bedford for two 
months. In 1920 he went to Ireland with another woman, and 
had not since returned. In May, 1922, the wife obtained a decree 
for restitution of conjugal rights, and this was served upon the 
husband in Ireland in June, 1922, but he did not comply with it. 
At the time of the marriage the husband was learning the business 
of a land agent in Scotland, and since 1920 he was managing the 
estates of his father in Ireland. The wife petitioned for a decree 
of judicial separation, and gave primd facie evidence of her 
husband being domiciled in England. Horridge, J., held that he 
had no jurisdiction to grant the decree, because at the institution 
of the suit the respondent was not resident in England. That 
was the effect of his lordship’s own decision in Graham v. Graham, 
67 Sol. J. 316; 1923, P. 31, by which he was bound, but his 
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rdship intimated that he would not be sorry to have the decision 
onsidered by the Court of Appeal upon the question whether 
he husband being domiciled in England gave the court the 
necessary jurisdiction. The petitioner appealed. The court 
allowed the appeal, the respondent not being represented at the 
hearing. 

Sir Henry Dvukg, P., said that Horridge. J., had summed 
up the law in the statement ‘ Divorce depends upon domicile 
and not residence; judicial separation depends upon residence 
only,’ and had felt himself bound by the decision in Graham v. 
Graham, supra. In that case, however, there was neither 
domi ile nor residence. The case really depended on the con- 
struction of the clauses in the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, which 
created the Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, and 
granted to it the jurisdiction which, under the Judicature Act, 
was transferred to the Divorce Division. The argument in 
favour of the limitation of jurisdiction in respect of judicial 
separation to cases in which the respondent resided in England 
was founded on two facts: first, that the Ecclesiastical Courts 
could only grant divorce a mensd@ et thoro in such cases; and, 
secondly, that the jurisdiction had been transferred with a 
direction that in suits other than divorce the principles and rules 
of the Ecclesiastical Courts, subject to certain statutory qualifica- 
tions, should be observed. The Ecclesiastical Courts could only 
grant decrees for divorce amenséet thoro within its prescribed area 
of operation, and could not have entertained a suit, like the present 
one, where the husband was resident in Ireland. Section 22 of 
the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, directed that in causes, other 
than proceedings for divorce, the newly constituted court should 
proceed on principles and rules as nearly as possible conformable 
to those of the Ecclesiastical Courts, but subject to the provisions 
and rules of the Act itself. It was impossible to contend that 
this section restricted the jurisdiction of the court over persons 
to that which the Ecclesiastical Courts possessed, because s. 42 
enacted that in matrimonial causes other than divorce, the petition 
which commenced a suit ‘* shall be served on the party affected 
thereby either within or without Her Majesty’s Dominions.” 
Further, relief for desertion by a decree of judicial separation was 
a form of relief not known to the Ecclesiastical Courts. He (the 
President) knew of no authority which narrowed the general 
jurisdiction given by the Act of 1857 over persons domiciled in 
the realm, in cases of petitions for judicial separation, to those 
resident. In Yelverton v. Yelverton 1 Sw. and Tr. 574, it was 
said that unless some ground could be discovered for saying 
that the respondent was domiciled in England, he was not subject 
to the jurisdiction. Jeune, P., in Christian v. Christian, 78 L.T. 
86, stated that a suit for judicial separation might be founded upon 
matrimonial residence as distinguished by our law from domicile, 
but that ‘* domicile gives jurisdiction, not only in suits for dissolu- 
tion, but likewise in suits for judicial separation.”’ In the case of 
Firebrace v. Firebrace, 4 P.D., 63, Sir James Hannen considered 
the questions now raised, and the effect of s. 42 of the Act of 1857 
as regards the jurisdiction over persons neither domiciled nor 
resident. The broad principle which, he thought, governed the 
jurisdiction was expressed by the statement, applied both to 
divorce and judicial separation: that the domicile of the wife 
was that of the husband, and her remedy for matrimonial wrongs 
must usually be sought in the place of that domicile. In Dicks 
v. Dicks, 48 W.R. 362; 1899, P. 275, Lord Gorell considered 
whether a decree for restitution of conjugal rights could be 
served on a husband of English domicile resident in Ireland, and 
held that that English domicile was decisive of the case, and the 
service was good. Bateman v. Bateman, 1901, P. 136, again, was 
a suit for restitution of conjugal rights against a husband resident 
in the United States, and it was held that upon proof of an 
English domicile, the suit was well constituted. In Perrin v. 
Perrin, 1914, P. 135, also a suit for restitution, Sir Samuel Evans, 
P., said, in a considered judgment, that, given domicile, there 
was jurisdiction in such cases, although there was no residence. 
It seemed to him (Sir Henry Duke) unquestionable that successive 
judges in the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division had in 
various suits (other than those for dissolution of marriage) acted 
upon the view that domicile of the parties conferred jurisdiction. 
It would, however, be inconvenient if the court, on an undefended 
petition, were to determine wider questions than those actually 
raised, and he would therefore express no concluded views as to 
the character and limits of the jurisdiction in causes other than 
those of divorce and judicial separation. The true aim of the 
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, in his view, was that which was 
acted upon by the judges to whose decisions he had referred— 
namely, that domicile gave jurisdiction to decree judicial separa- 
tion, and the jurisdiction also arose where there was residence 
of the respondent. In the present case there was primd facie 
proof of domicile, and therefore jurisdiction to entertain the 
suit, and to give to the petitioner the relief which she sought. 

Lord Justices WARRINGTON and ATKIN delivered judgments to 
the same effect.—CouUNSEL: Coles Preedy. Sottcirors: Blyth, 
Dutton, Hartley & Blyth. 

[Reported by G@. T, Warrrigip-Haysgs, Barrister-at-Law.] 








CHELLEW v. BROWN. No. 2. 27th June. 


PRACTICE—SECURITY FOR CosTsS—PLAINTIFF A MASTER MARINER 
-NO FIXED RESIDENCE-—MISDESCRIPTION OF RESIDENCE IN 

W rit—INNOCENT MISDESCRIPTION—NO INTENTION TO 

MISLEAD. 

The plaintiff, a master mariner, having no fixed residence in 
this country, but went from time to lime on voyages abroad, innocenily, 
and without any intention to mislead the Court, misdescribed his 
residence in the writ. 

Held, that there was no ground for ordering him to give security 
for costs. 


Appeal from Horridge, J., at chambers. The plaintiff, a 
master mariner, having no fixed residence in the jurisdiction, 
but who went from time to time on voyages, brought an action 
against his employers for wrongful dismissal. In the writ he 
misdescribed his residence. An application was made at 
chambers that the plaintiff, who had no substantial property 
within the jurisdiction, should be ordered to give security for 
costs, and Horridge, J., made the order asked for. The plaintiff 
appealed. 

BANKEs, L.J.: In my opinion this order of the learned judge 
ought not to be allowed to stand, because I think if it wer 
allowed to stand, on the facts before us, it would become a 
precedent which would be used, or might be used, for depriving 
a very deserving class of the community of an undoubted right. 
Now the facts are shortly these : The plaintiff is a master mariner, 
and he was engaged by the defendant on a responsible job, that 
is, to take out some tugs to Australia. On the way they called 
at Southampton, and he was there dismissed for some reason, 
[ do not know what the reason was, and it is immaterial to 
consider whether he was rightfully or wrongfully dismissed, 
but as a consequence of his being dismissed, he was out of employ- 
ment. He brought an action against the defendants claiming 
damages for wrongful dismissal. The writ was issued on 28th 
September, 1922, and it stated that the writ was issued by 
Messrs. Speechly, Mumford & Craig, of 10 New Square, Lincoln's 
Inn, in the County of London. Their address for service is 
10 New Square atoresaid, agents tor EK. R. Knsor, of South- 
ampton, solicitor for the said plaintiff, who resides at 37 West- 
bourne Terrace, London. ‘The plaintiff apparently got othe: 
employment, and in April, 1923, he expected to be going abroad 
for a short time in charge of some vessel which was to go to 
South America, and he asked to be examined on commission, 
i presume on the ground that he might be absent from this country 
when his case came on for trial. An order was made, and he was 
examined upon commission, and upon the examination it 
appeared that he expected that he would only be absent from 
this country for a period of two to three months, dating from 
when the examination was made, and that was on 6th April. 
Ll do not know how it came about that the order for his examina- 
tion was made under those circumstances, but the fact that he 
was likely to be absent from the jurisdiction for that short period 
does not seem to me to be any ground for ordering security for 
costs. But it is said that there is another ground, and a more 
important ground, which was the ground on which the learned 
judge acted, namely, that the man had misdescribed his 
residence on the writ, and we are told that it was on that ground 
that the learned judge made an order for security for costs. 
Now, as far as i have been able to look into the authorities, 
misdescription of the address of a plaintiff may be good ground 
for ordering security for costs, and of course the court has a 
discretion whether it will or will not make an order, but at present 
I have not been able to find any case, nor do | think there ought 
to be a case, in which the court will make an order for security 
upon the mere fact that there might have been a misdescription, 
if the misdescription was either innocent or unavoidable, or 
where there was no intention to deceive or evade any possible 
consequences of the litigation. : 

Now let us see what this man’s position was, and what the 
material was upon which the learned judge was asked to act, 
and did act. In his examination he was asked his present 
address, and he said, ‘‘ 7 Chepstow Villas, London.’’ ‘Then he 
was cross-examined, and no indication or intimation was given 
to anyone that his answers were intended to be used for the 
purpose of founding an application for security, because it 
might well be that he may have amplified his answers or given 
some information with regard to where his wife was or was to 
be found, but he merely answered the questions put to him in 
cross-examination. These were the questions: (Q.) Where are 
you going to 2—(A.) South America. (Q.) For how long ? 
(A.) It may be for two months or it may be for three months. 
(Q.) Two or three months ?—(A.) Yes. (Q.) And then you are 
coming back ?—(A.) Yes, I shall be back again. (Q.) Back 
again perhaps in June ?—(A.) Yes. (Q.) But you have no 
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permanent home in England ?—(A.) No, The man is a master 
mariner. One does not know anything about what his ordinary 
occupation is, that is to say, whether he specialises, if I may 
use that expression, in taking charge of tugs and vessels to take 
to places abroad, or what his ordinary occupation is as a mariner, 
whether he is regularly engaged on liners, or what his work is. 
All we know is that he is a master mariner, and he says at the 
time that he makes this answer that he has no permanent home 
in England, and that unfortunately is the position of a very great 
many people at the moment. Then he is asked: ‘‘ What is 
this address at 7 Chepstow Villas ’—that is the address he gave 
in answer to his counsel—‘‘ (A.) Only rooms. (Q.) And you 
are giving those up ?—(A.) Well, I do not know; when I go 
away my wife will be stopping there I expect. (Q.) What was 
the address you had at 87 Westbourne Terrace ?—(A.) That 
was my sister’s house. (Q.) Did you ever live there ?—(A.) No, 
I stayed there for about a fortnight or so. (Q.) When did you 
stay there for about a fortnight ?—(A.) In June of last year. 
(Q.) You were not living there in September, 1922 ?—(A.) No. 
(Q.) You had not any property there ?—(A.) No.” Now it 
may be the address he gave on the writ was a misdescription in 
the sense that it was not his real residence, because he had no 
residence at all. But I fail to see the slightest indication that 
that address was given with an intention to deceive. On the 
contrary it seems to me to have been given because it was the 
most likely address to give where the man could be found, or 
his whereabouts could be ascertained, and, in those circumstances, 
I personally do not think it would be right for the court to exercise 
its discretion and compel a person who has given an address in 
those circumstances to give security. Now the obligation to 
give an address upon the writ is contained in Ord. IV, r. 1, 
which requires this: ‘“ The solicitor of a plaintiff suing by a 
solicitor shall endorse upon the writ and notice in lieu of service 
of a writ the address of the plaintiff.””’ Then if there is non- 
eompliance with the rule, it is pointed out on p. 29 of the White 
Book what course the defendant may take. ‘“‘ If the address is 
not truly or correctly stated, the plaintiff may be ordered to 
amend, by stating the correct address, or in default proceedings 
may be stayed, or, if there is reason to believe that the plaintiff 
resides out of the jurisdiction, security for costs may be ordered,” 
and, of course, it ought to be added, and also an application may 
be made for security for costs. 

[The Lorp Justice referred to Fraser v. Palmer, 3 Y. & C. 
Ex. 280; Cambottie v. Inngate, 1 W.R. 533; Willis v. Garbutt, 
1Y. & J. 511; Redondo v. Chaytor, 4. Q.B.D. 453; Swanzy v. 
Swanzy, 27 L.J. Ch. 419; and Re Sturgis (British) Motive Power 
Syndicate Limited, 53 L.T. 715, as cases indicating that where 
security is applied for on the ground of misdescription of address 
the court has made an order or refused to make an order according 
as there is the element of an intention to deceive the court, and 
to evade the consequences of the litigation.] Those cases, I think, 
are only instances of probably many that might be found in the 
books in which the court has exercised its discretion where there 
is something in the nature of an intention to deceive. Now here 
the facts which were laid before the court are very bare, if I may 
use that expression, because there is no affidavit by anyone 
excepting an affidavit verifying the defendant’s answers in cross- 
examination. Those answers were not elicited from a man who 
knew that they might possibly be used for quite a different 
purpose from what was in his mind at the time he was giving 
the information, and I fail to see the slightest indication here 
that this address was not given perfectly bond fide in order that 
the defendant and everybody concerned in this litigation on the 
defendant’s behalf should have the best possible information 
of this man’s whereabouts, and where he was to be found. He 
was not a pedlar, he was not a wanderer, he was nota man lodging 
at one address under one name and lodging at another address 
under another name, but he was a man occupying a responsible 
position, occupied in circumstances which necessarily took him 
a great deal from this country, going and coming, and he was 
a man who had a wife residing in this country and with no 
permanent home, and without further information it seems to 
me to be going far beyond what the justice of the case requires 
to order security for costs to be given. I think, therefore, in 
those circumstances, the appeal must be allowed, and the order 
of the Master restored, with the costs of the appeal the appellant’s 
in any event. 

YounGER, L.J.: I am entirely of the same opinion. It appears, 
I think, quite plainly that this plaintiff had not at any relevant 
time any permanent address in this country, and I think that 
having regard to his evidence taken on commission, from his 
answers, both in examination-in-chief and in cross-examination 
as to the place where he was then residing, it is apparent that the 

laintiff would not have regarded the address of 7 Chepstow 
Villas, where at the time of his examination he was actually 
living, as an address so good for the purposes of the defendants 
as the address of his sister at 87 Westbourne Terrace, which is 
set forth on the writ as his place of residence. Like my lord 
I can see no indication at all that in giving that address on the 





writ which the plaintiff did he in the circumstances in which he 
was placed did not give to the defendants the best address 
which for their purposes it was possible for them in the circum- 
stances to have. Accordingly, I think there is here no intention 
to mislead, and, so far as the misdescription on the writ is con- 
cerned, it appears to me unnecessary that the defendant should 
make a suggestion to that effect. With regard to his residence 
abroad, the cases appear to me clearly to show that temporary 
residence abroad is no reason for ordering a plaintiff to give 
security for costs, and when you find, as in this case, the plaintiff 
is a seafaring man, whose business takes him from time to time 
out of the jurisdiction, he returning to it also from time to time, 
I think that that rule should be remembered and enforced in his 
favour. It would, I think, be a cruel thing if it were to be 
supposed that a sailor, merely because he was out of the juris- 
diction from time to time when he went a voyage to foreign 
parts, could be ordered to give security for costs on the ground 
that he resided out of the jurisdiction. That part of the case 
to my mind entirely fails, and it is in my opinion insufficient 
to support the finding of the learned judge. The appeal is 
accordingly allowed.—CouNnsEL: W. P. Done; D. N. Pritt. 
Soticitors: Speechley, Mumford & Craig; Ince, Colt, Ince and 
Roscoe. 
(Reported by T. W. Moraan, Barrister-at-Law.) 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


In re SHAKESPEARE MEMORIAL TRUST: THE EARL OF 
LYTTON v. THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. P. O. Lawrence, J. 
29th June, 19th July. 
CHARITY—BENEFICIAL TO THE COMMUNITY—SHAKESPEARE 

MEMORIAL NATIONAL THEATRE—DONATION FOR INVESTMENT 

IN LAND — CONTEMPLATION OF SUBSCRIPTIONS — ‘‘ MIXED 

CHARITY ’’—TIME FOR DETERMINING NATURE OF CHARITY— 

CONSENT TO SALE TO BE GIVEN BY CHARITY COMMISSLONERS— 

CHARITABLE TrRuSTS AcT, 1853, 16 & 17 Vict. c. 137, s. 62. 

The Shakespeare Memorial National Theatre is a good charity, 
but it is not a “‘ mixed charity ”’ within the meaning of s. 62 of the 
Charitable Trusts Act, 1853, and accordingly the consent of the 
Charity Commissioners is required to the sale of land purchased 
with the funds of the charity. 

In re Child-Villiers’ Application, 1922, 1 Ch. 394, followed. 


This was a vendor and purchaser summons to determine the 
question of whether the consent of the Charity Commissioners 
was required to a sale or not. The facts were as follows: A 
movement was started about 1904 to erect a public memorial to 
Shakespeare, and some years after another movement was on 
foot to erect a national theatre. The Shakespeare Memorial 
Committee and the National Theatre Committee met and resolved 
to unite in a common scheme to erect and endow a national 
theatre as a memorial to Shakespeare. The objects of the scheme 
among others were to play®hakespeare’s plays, to revive whatever 
was vital in English classical drama and to stimulate the art of 
acting. In 1909, after the two committees had become amal- 
gamated, Sir Carl Meyer made a donation of £70,000 towards these 
objects and paid the money to trustees, who executed a deed poll 
whereby they declared that they held that sum and any invest- 
ments representing the same and the income thereof and all other 
moneys which might thereafter be subscribed in trust for the 
committee which had been formed for the purpose of a scheme 
to provide a Shakespeare memorial and to dispose of the same as 
the committee should direct. In 1914 the executive committee 
purchased with £50,000, part of the trust moneys in their hands 
(and which trust moneys included the donation of Sir Carl Meyer 
of £70,000), a site for a theatre. The outbreak of the great war 
rendered the scheme impracticable, and an agreement was 
entered into in April, 1922, for a sale of the said site for £52,000, 
and this was the agreement in respect of which the purchasers 
required the vendors to obtain the consent of the Charity Com- 
missioners to the sale. On behalf of the Attorney-General it 
was submitted that a valid charitable trust had been created. 
On behalf of the executors of Sir Carl Meyer it was submitted 
that there was no trust in favour of charity. : 

P. O. LAWRENCE, J., after stating the facts said : tn my 
judgment, the contention that the Shakespeare Memorial Theatre 
is a good charity is right. In the first place the trusts declared 
by the deed of 20th May 1909 are charitable on the ground that 
they are for the advancement of education. The main objects 
of the scheme are to raise the tone of the drama, to stimulate 
the art of acting, and to spread the influence and beauty of 
Shakespeare. Further, in my judgment, the objects fall within 
the fourth division pointed out by Lord Macnaghten in his 
speech in The Commissioners for Special Purposes of Income Tax 
v. Pemsel, 1891, A.C. 531, at p. 583, that is to say, trusts for 





810 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


August II, 1923 








other purposes beneficial to the community not falling under 
trusts for the relief of poverty or forthe advancement of education 
or religion. On both these grounds there is a good subsisting 
charitable trust, and the objects of the charge have not failed. 

The case was now a ljourned to enable evidence to be addu d 
as to the payment of a inual or periodi« ubscriptions and cam 
on again on 10th July, when it appeared from the eviden 
at the time when the £70,000 was given, no voluntary contribu 
tions had t been received, but that subsequently very large 
annual subscription d n received. It was argued that 
the charity was a \y within s. 62 of the Charitable 
Trusts Act, S53, i | cas of Tn re Child-Villiers’ 
tpplic ition, supra. itlorney-General v. The Foundling 
Hospital, 1914, 2 154, were referred to. 

P. O. LA &, J., after stating the facts said: In deter- 
mining th tio r the charity is a mixed charity 
or not, aft ( 1e judgment of Lord Sterndale, M.R. 
in Jn re Ch i liers Lpplication, supra, it ems to b my 
plain duty to have 1 ird to the charity’s position at the moment 
when the donation w made. At that moment it was not in 
receipt of any annual subscription. Further, neither the fact that 
at th conception oO th harity it wa in the contemplation 
of its founders th { uld be maintained partly by voluntary 
subscriptions, nor ict that only an interval of a few days 
intervened reen t] donation and the receipt of the first 
subscriptions, teri > purpose of determining the 
qu tion. ) Ta Child-V illiers’ 
supra, it ‘ n nt ! n of the founder that it should 
be a mix¢ interval of time ther 
wa f f nt] mad io differ e. The material point 
for cor é } h at nt of the donation 

i l voluntary subscriptions. 
yuurt of Appeal in the case 

USCrIPLION Was DOL Pret ived 

the dat donation, the charity 


with ‘xemption contained in s. 62 


Act, 1853. There will be a declaration 
that the consent of 1 Chari Commissioners is required. 
CouNe iL: . ° ‘ id; Diahto Pollo ks fravin ¢ 
Simonds ; nl, i ms: Bircham «€ Co.; Lewis & 
Lewis ; Solicitor foi ‘reasury. 


L. M, May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ipplical mn, 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
SMITH wv. LLOYD. 5th a: ath Jun 


HISLATIO? TENANT ACTION 


RECOVER VERP MEN 6” RENT RENT 


B 
INCREASED WI' ! 1 ‘ [ \VING BEEN GIVEN 
I 


[CREASE JUSTE VING 'CREASED RatTes—RiGcur 
oF RECOV! NCRI E AND MORTGAGE INTEREST 
(WAR RESTRI 1915, 5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 97, s. 1. 


1 tenant commenced proceedings ig the county court for the 


payments of rent in respect of premises 


recovery of alleged j 
within the scope of the Rent Restriction Acts. Volices of increase 
had been aiven to the tenant in May, IYVIS, and Vay, LYLY. The 
wicreaast . ; lhy ’ creased rates paid by the te ya 4a Vo 
notice to rm lenancy had, however, been given to the lenant 
lerial time. The cow fy court judge ave 


lenant. The landlord appeal d. 


, of the county court judge, that as the 
landloi had obtai finding in the « yunty court that il had 
been agreed een lies lo delermine the original tenan« y 
and substitule ar } il, the landlord, who had not dé termined 
the lenancy was not em powe red by the Rent Restriction 
Acts to increas nls in violation of existing contracts; that 
proviso (iw) of s. 1 (1) of the Aet of 1915 did not apply ; and that 


the suma in question were ree yverable by the tenant. 


Appeal from the Birkenhead County Court. The tenant of 
certain premises to which the Increase of Rent and Mortgage 
Interest (R rictions) Acts applied, commenced an action against 
the landlord to re« r sums which he alleged to have been 
overpaid in respect of rent. On 3rd August, 1914, the Plaintiff 
was tenant of the premises at the rent of £7 1s. 10d. per quarter, 
which was the standard rent. Notices of increase were given to 
him in May 1918 and May 1919 which were regular in form and 
as regards amount, warranted by the increased rates which were 
being paid by the tenant. No notice to determine the tenancy 
was given to the tenant at any material time. The tenant had 
paid the increased rent without protest. The county court judg 
gave judgment for the tenant, and the landlord appealed 
respect of a period from 2nd January to 2nd July, 1920. ; 
8. 1 (i) of the Act of 1915 it is provided: ‘* Where the rent of a 
dwelling-house to which this Act applies has been, since the 
commencement of the present war, or is hereafter during the 





continuance of this Act, increased above the standard rent or the 
standard rate of interest as hereinafter defined, the amount by 
which the rent or interest payable exceeds the amount which 
would have been payable had the increase not been made shall, 
notwithstanding any agreement to the contrary, be irrecoverable : 
Provided that—(iv) Where the landlord pays the rates chargeable 
on, or which but for the enactments relating to compounding would 
be chargeable on, the occupier of any dwelling-house, an increase 
of the rent of the dwelling-house shall not be deemed to be an 
increase for the purposes of this Act if the amount of the increase 
does not exceed any increase in the amount for the time being 
payable by the landlord in respect of such rates over the corres- 
ponding amount paid in respect of the yearly, half-yearly or other 
period which included the third day of August nineteen hundred 
and fourteen, and for the purposes of this proviso the expression 
* rates ’ includes water rents and charges.” 

Satrer, J. (delivering the considered judgment of the Court 
(Darling and Salter, JJ.), said that it was clear that the plaintiff 
had no cause of action at common law to recover back the moneys 
thus paid in excess of the standard rent. If they were due they 
were not recoverable. If they were not due they were paid by 
the plaintiff under a mistake of law. There was no mistake of 
fact. The question therefore was whether they were recoverable 
by statute. The Act of 1920 provided, by s. 14, that where 
any sum had been paid on account of rent, whether before or 
after the passing of that statute, being a sum which was 
irrecoverable by the landlord by virtue of the Acts of 1915 and 
1920, the sum so paid should be recoverable from the landlord 
by the tenant. Section | of the Act of 1915 provided that where 
rent was increased above the standard rent the amount of the 
increase should be irrecoverable, notwithstanding any agreement 
to the contrary. The only point which was open to argument 
arose on the fourth proviso to this sub-section, which enacted 
that an increase of rent commensurate with increased rates paid 
by the landlord should not be deemed to be an increase of rent 
for the purposes of that Act. But this assumed that the landlord 
had a right to inerease the rent. The Rent Restriction Acts did 
not empower a landlord to increase rents in violation of existing 
contracts (see Newell vy. Crayford Cottage Society, 66 Sol. J. 
172; 1922, 1 K.B. 656; Kerr v. Bryde, 67 Sol. J. 112; 1923, 
A.C. 0). In the present case the landlord had never deter- 
mined the contractual tenancy by notice. If it were suggested 
that the parties agreed to determine the original tenancy and 
substitute another at the higher rent the answer was that, 
assuming that there was evidence on which such an agreem nt 
could be found, the landlord had obtained no such finding, and 
it was for him to bring himself within the proviso. The proviso, 
therefore, did not apply, and the sums were irrecoverable by the 
landlord by virtue of the Act of 1915. They were therefore 
recoverable from the landlord by the tenant, and it was un- 
necessary to enquire whether the sums were also irrecoverable 
by the landlord by virtue of the Act of 1920. The appeal 
therefore failed and must be dismissed.—COUNSEL: Greaves- Lord, 
K.C., and O. G. Morris; F. R. Batt. SoLtctrors: Norris, 
Allens & Co., for Toulmin, Lawrence & Shield, Liverpool ; 


Atienborowgshs, for R. Barrow-Sicree, Liverpool. 


[Reported by J. L. DENISON ,Barrister-at-Law.] 
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PICKLES v. FOULSHAM. 


hax—KXEMPTION 
EMPLOYED OUT OF UNITED KINGDOM-——SALARY 


towlatt, J. 30th April. 


RESIDENT IN UNITED 


D C'OMMISSION INCOME FROM POSSESSIONS OUT OF THE 
NITED KInGpoM—-INCOME Tax Act, 1915 (8 & 9 Geo. 5c. 
Sch d. 1), « is V. 


The General Commissioners made an for inco 
lax mn le r sched. dD. CUSE ” of the Income Tax Aci. LYLS, in j 
following circumstances. {1 man was cenployed by a firm 
their district supervising agent in West Africa. In two 

he spent two pe rivds of nine m mths each in the pursuance of 
duties, the intervening pe riod of six months being occupved 
him in travelling to the United Kingdom to his wife and fam 
who, during his absence, resided at Blackpool in a house of 
which he had obtained a lease. and in re spect of which he contin 

as li ee and was rated as occupit r during the year of ASSESS 
(i.e. the year ending Sth April 1920). He was not in the Un 
Kingdom beliceen Gth April, 1919 and March 1920, but he wa 
England between Varch 1920, and Sth ipril, 1920. Th 
arrandgent nls nea le as lo his salary were that the company was lo 
pay him £500 « year while he was in Africa and voyaging, nd 
also for his board and other NECES8UTY CXL PENses. While he was 
al home lhe company was to pay him salary alt the rate of £750 
per annum. They also agreed to pay him a commission on the 
net profits realised on certain of their factories. Payment of 
this COM MIUSSULON U to be ma le to him through the Liverpool offices 
of the Company only. The Commissioners made an assessment 


upon him under case V of sched. D of the Act of 1918. 
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Held, (1) that the Commissioners had rightly assessed him to 
income tax, and were entitled to take the view that he was resident 
at Blackpool; (2) that they had, however, wrongly assessed him 
under case V in respect of salary and commission, which did not 
constitute income from a foreign possession, and lhat the appeal 
must be allowed. 


Income 
income 


of 


t te 
*n LO 


Case stated by the Special Commissioners Tax. 
The appellant appealed against an a tax, 
for the year ending 5th April, 1920, made under case V of sched. D 
of the Income Tax Act, 1918, in resp of his ] ssions out 
of the United Kingdom—viz., his earnings from his employment 
in West Africa in circumstances which are sufficiently 
in the head note. Case V of sched. D is as follows: ‘ Tax 
in respect of Income arising Trom possessions out of the 
Kingdom.” The Special Commissioners were of opinion th 
the assessments were correctly made, and that the appe 
covered by the decision of T'homson v. Bensted, 7 Tax. Cas. 13 
They, however, stated this case. 

Row.LaTT, J., delivering judgment, said that 
was whether the appellant was resident. If not, he could clearly 
not The Special Commissioners had found that 
he was resident. It had often been pointed out that the word 
“residence ’? must only be used signifving an attribute of 
the person, and residence must not be thought of in nse 
of a house or place of residence. Where a man resided was a 
question of fact to be determinedin view of proper legal principles. 
The facts in the present case were simply that the appellant 
had a whole-time agreement with a upany which carried 
on business on the West Coast of Africa, where was bound t 
be for the whole time, and where lodging accommodation and 
certain expenses had be found for him. He came home 
from time to time, as was necessary in the case of a climate 
such as that to which he was expose. He wife and 
childcen and kept a house for them at Blackpool. er referring 
to various cases on the point, hislordship said th was e 
tially a question of fact when one got on the 
the case of a man who was and who had, 
a residence at home, like the sailor who was not 1 
where else, and, to go a step further, a man who 
sea, but who was, for example, travellir 
all the time, in Africa. it might be 
that he was resident in England if 
established in England. It was not 
one considered the case of a man who wa 
but was not obliged to travel and camp cunt 
establishment of his company in Africa. It sé 
lordship that a good deal depended upon rather minute c 
in a case like the present, as to which the Commissioners wer 
the proper judges, and could » the I t 
might be that the house which he kept f i ildven was really 
the centre of his life, that he kept many belongings there, and 
that his time in Africa was really a period of enforced absence 
from what was truly his residence. The Commissioners were 
in his lordship’s opinion, entitled to take the view in the prese 
case—he did not more—that the appellant was resident 
at Blackpool. Withreygard to the contention that the assessment 
had been made in respect of income from 
under Case V, his lordship thought the assessment on that ground 
was plainly bad. In Colquhoun v. Brooks, 14 App. Cas., at p. 508, 
Lord Herschell, considering the meaning of the word 
“ possessions,” had said that he did not think any violence would 
be done to the language if the word were held to include “ the 
interest which a person in this country possesses in a business 
carried on elsewhere.”’? But here st in question 
and the appellant had not got anything. was nothing 
which he could sell; there was nothing whicl ould leave. 
He was de facto employed under a contract; if he had got a 
possession it was not a foreiyn possession, because the ¢ nly thing 
that was foreign was the place where his duties had to be 
performed. His rights were not foreign; they were much 
British as anything else, if they had any locus, be« hi 
contract was with a British company It med to be quite 
Wrong to assess him under Case VV. Lis lordship could not at that 
late stage send the matter back for asse under another 
tase, and the appeal must be allowed.—CouNnseL: Latter, K.C., 
and Blanco White; Sir T. Inskip (Sol.-Gen.) and R. P. Hills. 
SoLicirors : Withall & Withall ; Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 


[Reported by J. L. DeNisoN, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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THE TEXT BOOK ON THE GREAT KING’S TAX RE- 
VALUATION.—“ Schedule ‘A’ and House Duty Assessment.””— 
Nearly 300 pp. £1 7s. 6d. post free, of J. Svanton, Rating | 

rveyor and Agent for Appellants, 12 King’s Bench Walk, 
emple, E.C.4. Procedure; How House Property, Farms, 

tories, etc. are Valued for Schedule ‘A’; Liability for | 
Mouse Duty; etc., all simply explained.— Advert. 
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In Parliament. 


House of Lords. 


25th July. Property of Ex-Enemy Nationals. 

Lord Parmoor: My Lords, in consequence of the answer 
which was given by the Government in yesterday’s debate on 
the impounding of the debts and property of ex-enemy nationals, 
I give notice of the following Resolutions to be moved at an early 
date : 

(1) That this country should not sanction any policy violating 
or weakening the generally recognised rule of International Law 
which yives to private property or land immunity from capture ; 

(2) That this country should not sanction any action which 
interferes with the accepted principles applicable to the security 
of investments or other property, or permit the expropriation 
thereof wifhout providing an adequate scheme of effective 
compensation ; 

(3) That the Courts of this country should be open without 
discrimination to all persons for the recovery of debts due and 
owing to them and over which the Courts have jurisdiction ; 

(4) That any dealing with the property or debts of ex-enemy 
nationals which not comply with the above-stated 
principles should be discontinued. 

‘The Marquis of Salisbury : When does the noble and learned 
Lord propose to take Resolutions ? 

Lord Parmoor: Not till after the adjournment. I propose to 
take them, if I can, on the second Wednesday after we resume 
our sittings in the autumn. 

Discussions on Hungarian Reparations (Lord Newton) and 
Imperial Economic Conference (Viscount Burnham). 

Wild Birds Protection Bill. Considered on Report. 

Agricultural Rates Bill. Considered in Committee. 

Carriage of Goods by Sea Bill. Considered in Committee on 
In clause 5 


does 


those 


e-commitment. 
Provision as to bulk cargoes. 

5. Where under the custom of any trade the weight of any 
bulk cargo inserted in the bill of lading is a weight ascertained 
or accepted by a third party and not by the carrier or the 
shipper, and the fact that the weight is so ascertained or 
accepted is stated in the bill of lading, the bill of lading shall 
not be deemed to be primd fucie evidence against the carrier 
of the receipt of goods of the weight so inserted in the bill of 
lading, and the accuracy thereof at the time of shipment shall 
not be deemed to have been guaranteed by the shipper. 

Lord Kylsant moved to leave out “ and not by ” [“ and not 
by the carricr or the shipper ”’] and insert ‘‘ other than.” 

Amendment agreed to. Otherwise Amendments made by 
Joint Select Committee agreed to. 

26th July. Smoke Abatement Bill and National Health 
Insurance (Consolidation) Bill. Read a Second time and the 
latter committed to the Joint Committee on Consolidation Bills. 

Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Bill. Considered on 
Report. 

Statement by the Secretary of State for the Colonies (Duke of 
Devonshire) on Kenya Colony. 

27th July. Mortgage 
Read a Third Amendments 
Commons. 
July. 
Beauchamp). 

Merchant Shipping Acts (Amendment) Bill. 


(Restrictions) Bill, 
returned to the 


Interest 
and 


and 
with 


> 
Rent 


time 


30th Discussion on Slavery in Abyssinia (Earl 


Read a Second 


| time and committed to a Committee of the Whole House. 
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3ist July. Judicature Consolidation (Probate, etc., Division) 
Bill, In moving the Second Reading of this Bill, Lord Muir 
Mackenzie said : * My Lords, the object of this Bill is to enable 
the Joint Committee on Consolidation Bills to add to the Bill 
which they now have before them a number of clauses which 
were brought to their attention but were not comprised in the 
Bill which was first committed to them. I have ascertained 
that the Lord Chancellor, who himself brought in the Judicature 
Bill, thinks that the course which I have taken in the matter is 
the right one, and I hope your Lordships will confirm that view 
by allowing this Bill to be read a second time this afternoon, and 
referred to the Joint Committee.” 

The Bill was read a Second time and committed to the Joimt 
Committee on Consolidation Bills. 

Ist August. Discussion on Imperial Relations initiated by 
Lord Strathspey, who said that he was putting his general ideas 
on the subject in book form with the title ‘*‘ The Case for Colonial 
Representation in Parliament.’”’ He hoped that all these matters 
would be put before the Imperial Conference. Viscount Long 
said he should profoundly regret it if he thought that it was to 
go forth to the Dominions that the suggestion contained in Lord 
Strathspey’s question, that an offer should be made by England 
(using the word in the broader sense) of seats in Parliament as a 
means towards consolidating the Empire, represented the opinion 
of any considerable body of people in this country. The Duke of 
Devonshire said that, if it were necessary, he could quote many 
speeches from distinzuished Ministers from Overseas in which the 
idea of a Federal Parliament met with complete disapproval and 
disavowal, and if reference was made to the Imperial War 
Conference in the year 1917, it would be seen that this subject 
was thoroughly and exhaustively discussed. The main objection 

there were many—to any idea of a Federal Parliament was that 
it was an infringement on the autonomous rights of the 
Dominions, to which both they and we attached the supremest 
importance. 

Carriage of Goods by Sea Bill. 
and sent to the Commons. 

2nd August. Air Policy. 
Salisbury. 

German Reparations. 
Kedleston. 

The House adjourned till Tuesday, 13th November. 


House of Commons. 


Questions. 
PUBLIC TRUSTEE (STAMP DUTIES). 

Sir Artuur Lever (Hackney, Central) asked the Attorney- 
General if he is aware that the Public Trustee bas an unfair 
handicap over other corporate trustees, in that under Section 1 (2) 
of the Public Trustee Act, 1906, any instrument sealed by the 
Public Trustee is not by reason of the Public Trustee using his 
seal rendered liable to a higher stamp duty than if he were an 
individual, while any other corporate trustee has not this 
privilege ; and if, at the earliest opportunity, he will take steps 
to remove this anomaly by providing that any instrument sealed 
by a corporate trustee shall not by reason of the corporate trustee 
using its seal be rendered liable to a higher stamp duty than if it 
were signed by an individual ? 

Sir W. Joynson-Hicks: The advantage referred to in the 
question, which is enjoyed by the Public Trustee, is not, | under- 
stand, of much practical importance. It was, however, 
deliberately conferred on him by Parliament, and I am not aware 
of any sufficient reason for initiating legislation extending it to 
other bodies. (31st July.) 


Read a Third time and passed 
Statement by the Marquis of 


Statement by the Marquis Curzon of 


WAR CHARGES VALIDITY BILL. 

Mr. A. Suaw (Ayr and Bute) asked the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he will embody in a schedule to the War 
Charges Validity Bill a list of the acts of Government Depart- 
fuents to which validity is intended to be given in the Bill, so that 
persons whose legal rights are affected may know where they 
stand ? 

Viscount WoLmMeR : I think that the White Paper, Cmd. 1843, 
will be found to give the information which the hon. Member 
desires. It hardly seems to me feasible to embody such 
particulars in a Schedule to the Bill. 


MECHANICALLY-PROPELLED VEHICLES 
(REGULATIONS). 

Mr. PENNEFATHER (Kirkdale) asked the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Ministry of Transport if he proposes to take 
power to refuse to issue or to renew licences to motors or motor- 
cycles which are not fitted with efficient silencers and to coal- 
using transport vehicles which are not fitted with smoke and spark 
preventers ? 








Colonel AsHLEY: I cannot see sufficient justification for 
imposing on licensing authorities the duty of inspecting all these 
vehicles, nor do I think that such a step would be effective. It is 
for the police authorities to take action in connection with 
breaches of the law as and when they occur. 


LAND CULTIVATION. 


Mr. DuNcAN (Claycross) asked the Minister of Agriculture 
how many acres of land have gone ont of cultivation during 
the last three years; in what parts of the country they are 
situated ; in how many cases has his Department had to destroy 
weeds on land so neglected ; and what has been the total cost 
of the work so done ? 

Sir R. SANDERS: The annual agricultural returns indicate 
the decrease in the total area of land returned by occupiers 
as arable, permanent pasture or rough grazings, but do not 
differentiate between the area which has been taken over for 
building or other industrial objects, and the area which, owing 
to neglect or other reasons, has ceased to be used; but is still 
available for agricultural purposes. With regard to the 
remainder of the question, the only case where an agricultural 
committee has had to bear the expense of destroying weeds 
in consequence of an occupier failing to do so after being served 
with a statutory notice is that of Barton Stacey, Hampshire, 
with which case the hon. Member is familiar. The amount 
expended in that case was £214 and this sum has not yet been 
recovered. In one other case the Kent Agricultural Committee 
employed the adjoining occupiers as their agents for carrying 
out similar work, but the are concerned was small and the 
occupiers did it at their own expense. (ist Aug.) 


LAW CHARGES. 


Mr. HANNON (Moseley) asked the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury how the sums of £6,000, £1,250, and £35,000, 
included in the Civil Service Estimates for 1923-24 for law charges 
connected with the administration of the Merchant Shipping 
Acts, Patents, Designs and Trade Marks Acts, and Crown Lands 
Act are made up; and whether these sums include any pay- 
ments to the Law Officers of the Crown or the Treasury Solicitor 
which may be reclaimed from other Departments ? 

The PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY TO THE BOARD OF TRADE 
(Viscount Wolmer): I have been asked to reply. As the answer 
is rather long, perhaps my hon. Friend will permit me to circulate 
it in the Official Report. 

Mr. HANNON: May I ask the Noble Lord whether his right 
hon. Friend will not recognise the necessity of giving more details 
of this expenditure in the statement of the Estimates ? 

Viscount Wotmer: I will see that that is conveyed to my 
right hon. Friend. 

Following is the answer. 

The,sums referred to, amounting to £10,250, which compare 
with a similar provision in the Estimates for 1922-23 of £12,000 
represent a provision based on previous experience of law charges 
which may be incurred during the year for— 

(a) Formal investigations into shipping casualties, including 
payments for the detention of witnesses for such investigations, 
prosecutions, for offences under the Merchant Shipping Acts, 
ctc. ; 

(b) Applications to the Court for prolongation of patents, 
appeals to the Court in respect of the registration of trade 
marks, and proceedings for the rectification of the register ; 

(ce) Expenses of investigating claims to foreshore adverse 
to the Crown. 

Any of the matters referred to may involve payments to the 
Law Officers of the Crown and would remain a charge on the 
Board of Trade Vote. In all cases these proceedings are con- 
ducted by the solicitor to the Board of Trade. 





RETURNING OFFICERS (REMUNERATION). 


Mr. GitBert (Southwark, Central) asked the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he fixes the rate of remunera- 
tion for returning officers at Parliamentary Elections; and 
what is the scale of pay made to these officers for this work ? 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE TREASURY (Sir Wm. 
Joynson-Hicks): I have been asked to reply to this question. 
The scales for remuneration of the returning officers at Parlia- 
mentary Elections are fixed by the Treasury under Section 29 (4) 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1918. | The existing 
scales are laid down in detail for England and Wales by No. 1151 
of Statutory Rules and Orders for 1922, and for Scotland by 
No. 1152 /S52 for 1922. 
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RENT AND MORTGAGE INTEREST RESTRICTIONS ACT. 

Sir KInGsLeEyY Woop (Woolwich, West) (by private notice) 
asked the Minister of Health when he proposes to publish the 
reprint of the Rent and Mortgage [Interest Restrictions Act 
of 1920 with the Amendments made by the new Act ? 

Lord E. Percy: In view of the important change made in 
the Bill by the substitution of an entirely new Clause for Clause 3 
of the Bill as introduced, and of the very few references to the 
provisions of the earlier Act which remain in the new Act, I 
think there would now be no advantage in publishing the suggested 
reprint, and that to do so would be a needless waste of public 
money. (2nd Aug.) 


Bill Presented. 


County Courts Bill—‘‘ to amend the Law relating to Officers 
of the County Courts and of District Registries of the High Court, 
and to make further provision with respect to County Courts 
and proceedings therein ; and for purposes incidental thereto ”’ : 
Mr. Attorney-General. [Bill 211.] (31st July.) 


Bills in Progress and other Proceedings. 


30th July. Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions Bill. 
The Lords Amendments considered and agreed to, some of them 
after a division. 

The Oyster and Mussel Fishery (Seasalter and Ham) Provisional 
Order Bill. Rejected on Third Reading by 184 to 61. 

Agricultural Credits Bill. Lords’ Amendments considered and 
agreed to. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE BILL. 

30th July. The Solicitor-General (Sir Thomas Inskip) in 
moving the Second Reading of the Criminal Justice Bill said it 
was a measure to give effect to a number of recommendations 
made by two Committees connected with the administration of 
criminal justice—the Horridge Committee, presided over by 
Mr. Justice Horridge, and the Bodkin Committee, presided over 
by the Director of Public Prosecutions. The Horridge Committee 
was appointed in order to inquire into the circumstances in which 
prisoners committed for trial at Assizes or Quarter Sessions, when 
not admitted to bail, were sometimes detained for long periods in 
prison before being tried. The Committee, which was composed 
of a number of gentlemen very familiar indeed with the course of 
the administration of justice in criminal cases, made a few simple 
recommendations, which had been embodied in the Bill, and 
in Clauses 1 and 8 the recommendations of the Horridge Com- 
mittee were in substance carried out. The recommendations 
were that power to commit to any Assize or Sessions convenient as 
regards time and place should begiven. They also recommended 
that there should be an increase in the number of offences triable 
either at, Assizes or Sessions, that more frequent Sessions should 
be held, and that the granting of bail, in every possible case where 
it could reasonably be done, should be allowed. The rest of the 
Bill was composed partly of clauses to deal with the reeommenda- 
tions of the Bodkin Committee, which related to convenience and 
economy in criminal procedure. The sort of recommendation 
that was dealt with was the clause that provided for dispensing 
with the attendance of purely formal witnesses when the case is 
tried either at Quarter Sessions or Assizes. Certain witnesses, 
as everybody who practises in the Courts knew, were required to 
prove the offence strictly, but they gave evidence which was 
not cross-examined as a rule, and very often it was practically 
unnecessary that they should attend ; yet, from a legal point of 
view, it was necessary. Power was given to the magistrates to 
mark such witnesses as were unnecessary, and they would not 
attend, unless notice was given either by the prosecutor or the 
person charged, so that there would be the fullest opportunity 
given to everybody desiring the attendance of the witness so 
marked to obtain his attendance at the trial. 

As regards Grand Juries, Clause 3 retained the Grand Jury 
system at Assizes, but abolished it at Quarter Sessions. As 
regardsClause 19, which dealt with the right to search for indecent 
articles, traffic of that sort sbkould not be carried on with 
ramp & At the same time, everybody desired to respect the 
rights of the British citizen, and the idea that a man’s house 
should be his castle. They had to reconcile the privileges of the 
private citizen with the duty of the State, and the desire of 
everybody to grapple with this difficult question, the exhibition, 
distribution, and sale of obscene books. He hoped the principle 
of the Clause would be accepted, and any discussion as to details 
could be suitably dealt with in Committee. 

The Solicitor-General also referred to Clause 20, which provided 
for the investigation of banking accounts. It might appear that 
this was a very far-reaching power to be given to anybody, but 
hon. Members would appreciate the difficulty which the Director 
of Public Prosecutions was in at the present time. They would be 
Well aware of cases in the last year or two where the financial 











transactions of the person charged had been absolutely a vital 
part of the case, and, in a case of the sort, unless information 
could be obtained as to the way in which large sums of money had 
been dealt with, it was impossible to secure conviction. This 
Clause provided that the Director of Public Prosecutions might 
obtain an order in the High Court giving him power to inspect 
the banking account of any person who had been or was about 
to be charged with any offence. ‘‘ The present position is that the 
Director of Public Prosecutions finds himself in a vicious circle. 
He suspects an offence against somebody in respect of large 
sumsofmoney. He has reasonto suppose that they are contained 
in some banking account, and that the suspected person is drawing 
from that account and reducing the amount which ought to be 
available for repaying those who have been defrauded. The 
present practice is that the Public Prosecutor proceeds under the 
Bankers Book Evidence Act when he requires to see a banking 
account, and when he obtains an order under that Act the banks 
give the fullest possible information. But such an order can 
only be obtained after process has been issued and the Director 
of Public Prosecutions has taken upon himself the risk, probab:y 
upon insufficient evidence, of commencing criminal proceedings 
against the person suspected.”’ 

Clause 24 of the Bill dealt with the question of coercion of 
a wife. There were two proposals which might have been 
adopted and which were considered by a Committee appointed 
in 1922 to consider the question. One was to abolish the pre- 
sumption of coercion where a crime is committed by a wife 
in the presence of her husband, but leaving the defence of coercion 
open to the wife. There would be no legal presumption, but 
the wife might show by evidence that she was coerced. The 
other alternative was to abolish the whole doctrine of coercion 
and to leave the wife in precisely the same position as any 
other person would be in the eyes of the law, unless she could 
prove that by actual physical force she was compelled to commit 
the act. The Committee recommended the second course 
of complete abolition, and no different doctrine of coercion as 
applying to the wife as compared with any other citizen. This 
Bill did not adopt the recommendation of the Committee but 
proposed to adopt the first alternative, which was to abolish 
the legal presumption but to leave the wife free to prove to the 
satisfaction of the jury, if she could, that she was coerced, not 
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merely by physical compulsion or bodily fear, but by that power 
which the husband, when all is said and done, has over a woman. 
The Solicitor-General thought that that proposal agreed with 
the general feeling which they all had about the position of 
woman. 

Mr. Foot, in moving the rejection of the Bill, objected to the 
retention of Grand Juries at Assizes, and to the Crown’s right 
of reply, and urged that poor persons should be entitled to have 
legal defence provided before magistrates. He was supported 
by Mr. Frank Gray. Mr. Cassels urged that if grand juries 
were to be retained they should at any rate be abolished for 
the Central Criminal Court, and he regretted that, as regards 
coercion, the Bill did not follow the recommendation of the 
Cormmittee. Other members took part in the discussion, and 


the Attorney-General replied. Mr. Foot by leave withdrew 
his amendment, and the Bill was read a Second Time and 
committed to a Standing Committee. 

The Summary Jurisdiction (Separation and Maintenance) 


Bill, as amended in the Standing Committee, was considered 
read a Third time and passed. 


3lst July. Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill. Discussion 


(Viscount Sandon) on the coming Imperial Conference. Bill 
read a Second time and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Town Councils (Scotland) Bill (Lords). As amended in the 


Standing Committee, further considered and read the Third time 
and passed with Amendments. 


Ist August. Agricultural Rates Bill. Lords’ Amendments 
considered and agreed to. 

Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill. Discussions on Un- | 
employment (Mr. Lansbury), and Public Health (Mr. Rhys 
Davies). Bill read a Third time and passed. 

Marriage (Prohibited Degrees of Relationship) Bill. Read a 


Second time and committed to a Standing Committee. 

2nd August. Statement by the Prime Minister (Mr. Baldwin) 
as to the Ruhr and the European situation and discussion thereon 
and on Turkey (Peace Treaty) (Capt. Wedgwood Benn). 

The House adjourned till Tuesday, 13th November. 





County Courts Bill. 


A Bill to amend the law relating to Officers of the County Courts 
and of District Registries of the High Court and to make further 
provisions with tespect to County Courts and proceedings 
therein, and for purposes incidental thereto. 


Be 


it enacted, &c. 
1. Registrars high-bailiffs.j}—-(1) From and the 
commencement of this Act there shall, subject to the provisions 
of this section, be a registrar for every court who shall be ap- 
pointed by the Lord Chancellor. 

(2) No person shall be qualified to be appointed a registrar 
unless he is a solicitor of not less than seven years’ standing. 

(3) The Lord Chancellor may if he thinks fit appoint a person 
to be registrar of two or more courts. 

(4) Where after the commencement of this Act any v ’ 
occurs in the office of high-bailiff of any court no person shall be 
appointed to that office, but the registrar of that court shall by 
virtue of his office be the high-bailiff. 

(5) Notice of any vacancy occurring in the office of registrar 
or high bailiff of any court shall be forthwith given to the Lord 
Chancellor by the judge of the court. 

(6) The Lord Chancellor, with the concurrence of the Treasury, 
may, in any case in which he thinks fit having regard to the 
amount of business to be performed by any registrar as such, 
together with the business (if any) to be performed by him as 
high-bailiff or district registrar of the High Court, direct that the 
registrar shall not engage directly or indirectly in practice as a 
solicitor or carry on any employment of such a nature as willin 
the opinion of the Lord Chancellor prevent him from properly 
performing his duties as registrar, and a registrar in whose case 
such a direction is given is in this Act referred to as “‘ a whole-time 
registrar.” 

(7) The Lord Chancellor shall, before giving any directions 
under which a person will on appointment as registrar be, or under 
which a person holding the office of registrar will become, a whole- 
time registrar, take steps to satisfy himself that that person’s 
health is satisfactory. 

(8) Nothing in this section shall disqualify any registrar 
appointed before the commencement of this Act from continuing 
to hold his office. 

2. Payment of registrars and high-bailiffs.|—Every registrar 
and every high-bailiff shall be paid such salary, to be either 
exclusive of the remuneration of the clerks and bailiffs of the court 
and of the expenses of his office or not, as the Lord Chancellor 
may from time to time with the consent of the Treasury direct, 
and, where the salary is inclusive of such remuneration and 


and after 


acancy 








‘registrar, as from the date on which he becomes a whole-time 





expenses as aforesaid, the Lord Chancellor may, if he thinks 
fit and subject to the consent of the Treasury, specify what part 
of that salary is applicable to the payment of such remuneration 
and expenses. 

3. Assistant registrars, clerks, &c.}—(1) The Lord Chancellor 
may, with the concurrence of the Treasury as to numbers and 
appoint in connection with any court such assistant 
examiners, clerks, bailiffs, ushers and other officers 
as he mav <« ssary for carrying out the work of the 
ut, and may from time to time direct what duties shall be 
performed by and may, if he thinks fit, remove 
them from office : 


salaries, 
recist ‘ars, 
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those officers 


Provided that 

(a) no person shall be qualified to be appointed an assistant 
registrar unless he is a solicitor of not less than seven vears’ 
standing: and 


(b) the powers of the Lord Chancellor under this subsection 
shall, where a registrar or high bailiff is paid a salary inclusive 
of the remuneration of any of the officers aforesaid, whether 
the part of the salary applicable to the payment of that 
remuneration is specified under the last preceding section of 


this Act or not, be exercised as respects those officers by the 
registrar or the high bailiff, as the case may be. 
(2) Where there is an assistant registrar for any court, the 


Lord Chancellor may direct which of the powers and duties of 
the registrar are to be exercised and performed by the assistant 
registrar, and the assistant registrar shall, when exercising those 
powers or performing those duties, be deemed to be the registrar, 

1. Retirement and pensions of registrars.|—(1) A registrar to 
whom this section applies shall vacate his office at the end of 
the completed year of service in the course of which he attains 


the age of sevent y-two: 
Provided that the Lord Chancellor may, with the approval of 
the Treasury, extend that age from time to time to such later 


ding seventy-five, as he thinks fit in the case 
any registrar who has attained the age of seventy-two, if he 
considers that the retention of the services of that registrar would 
be desirable in the public interest. 

(2) The provisions of the Superannuation Acts, 1834 to 1919, 
shall apply to registrars to whom this section applies, subject to 
the following modifications :— 

(a) On the retirement of a person from the office of registrar 


age, not excet 


there may be granted to him a superannuation allowance in 
accordance with the provisions of the First Schedule to this 
Act instead of a superannuation allowance calculated in 


accordance with the provisions of the Superannuation Acts, 
1834 to 1919: 

(6) Section two of the Superannuation Act, 1909 [9 Edw. 7, 
c. 10), (which authorises the grant of a gratuity in case of 
death), as amended by section two of the Superannuation Act, 
1914 [4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 86], section three of the Superannuation 
Act, 1909 (which provides for the application of the Act to 
existing male civil servants), and subsection (2) of section six 
of the Superannuation Act, 1909 (which relates to compensation 
on abelition of office), shall not apply to a registrar who dies, 
or who retires or is removed from office : 

(c) It shall not be lawful to grant any superannuation 
allowance under the provisions of this section to any person 
who is under the age of seventy-two years, unless on a medical 
certificate to the satisfaction of the Freasury to the effect that 


he is incapable from infirmity of mind or body of discharging 
the duties of his office and that the infirmity is likely to be 


permanent, or unless he has served fifteen years as a registrar 

and has attained the age of sixty-five years : 

The provisions of this paragraph shall have effect in substitu- 
tion for section ten of the Superannuation Act, 1859 [22 Vict. 
c. 26] (which prohibits the grant of superannuation allowance 
to a person under the age of sixty years except upon evidence 
of infirmity). 

(3) This section shall apply to any registrar— 

(a) who is a whole-time registrar within the meaning of this 
Act ; or 

(b) to whom a salary has been assigned under section 
forty-five of the principal Act and who gives notice in such 
form and within such period as may be prescribed by the 
Lord Chancellor of his desire to accept the provisions of this 
Act with respect to retirement and pensions : 

Provided that this section shall not apply to any registrar 
who was, immediately before his appointment as registrar, an 
assistant registrar if he gives notice in such form and within such 
period as aforesaid of his desire to continue subject to the pro- 
visions of this Act relating to the retirement and pensions of 
persons in court service, and where any registrar so gives notice 
he shall for the purposes of retirement and pension be deemed to 
continue to be employed in court service. 

(4) For the purposes of subsection (2) of this section the 
period of service shall be reckoned, in the case of a whole-time 
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registrar, and, in the case of any other registrar to whom this 
section applies, as from the date on which the order, by virtue 
of which the salary was assigned, came into operation. 

(5) The provisions of this section shall apply to the registrars 
of the district registries of Liverpool and Manchester as it applies 
to registrars of county courts, but shall not apply to any such 
district registrar who holds office at the commencement of this 
Act unless he give i i accept the 
provis ions of this Act. 





s notice as aforesaid of his desire t« 


5. Retirement and pensions of exisling clerks, &e.] -(1) Every 
person to whom this section applies shall, subject to the pro- 
visions thereof, retire from court service on attaining the age of 


sixty-five years : 

Provided that a person who at the commencement of this Act 
is more than fifty years of age may, subject to such conditions as 
the Lord Chancellor may prescribe, continue to be employed for 
such period beyond the age of sixty-five years as the Lord 
Chancelior may think fit but not beyond the age of seventy years. 

(2) It shall be lawful for the Treasury to grant by way of 
compensation to any person who reti in consequence of the 
provisions of this section or who is certified by a medical certificate 
to the satisfaction of the Treasury to be by reason of infirmity of 
mind or body permanently incapacitated from performing the 
duties of his employment, such gratuity, not exceeding twice the 
amount of the salary and emoluments received by him during his 
last year of employment, as may seem to them just. 








(3) This section shall apply to every person who is employed 
at the commencement of this Act in court service within the 
meaning of this Act and who— 

(a) has been required to devote his whole time to that 
employment ; and 

(>) is a person in whose case the Lord Chancellor With the 
consent of the Treasury has directed that this section shall 
apply. 

(4) This section shall have.effec 
any contract between a registrar 
registrar and any person. 


( 


notwithstanding anything in 
a high bailiff or a district 





6. Court service to be pensionable.J|—(1) Subject to the pro- 
visions of this section a person employed in court service within 
the meaning of this Act shall, if a direction in that behalf is given 
in his case by the Lord Chancellor with the concurrence of the 
Treasury, be deemed to be a permanent civil servant of the State, 
and allowances under the Superannuation Acts, 1854 to 1919, 
may be granted to him accordingiy, subject always to the 
provisions of those Acts : 

Provided that 

(a) except in so far as the Treasury may in any case direct, 
no account shall be taken for the purposes of this section of 
court service before the commencement of this Act ; and 

(b) this section shall not, unless the Lord Chancellor with 
the concurrence of the Treasury so directs, apply to any person 
who holds office by virtue of an appointment made, whether 
before or after the commencement of this Act, by the registrar 
or high bailiff of the court; and 

(c) a person appointed after the commencement of this Act 
to an office employment in which is court service shall not be 
entitled to an allowance unless he was admitted to his office with 

a certificate from the Civil Service Commissioners. 

(2) In the case of any person so employed who is not deemed to 
be a civil servant by virtue of this section and to whom compensa- 
tion has not been granted under the last preceding section of this 
Act, the Treasury may, if they think fit, grant a compassionate 
gratuity under the Superannuation Acts, 1854 to 1919, subject 
always to the provisions of those Acts. 

7. Fees in workmen’s compensation proceedings.}—(1) The 
Lord Chancellor may, with the concurrence of the Treasury, remit 
any fee to be paid on any proceedings in a court under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1906 to 1922, either in whole or 
in part, on an application in that behalf made in accordance with 
the directions of the Lord Chancellor by the person by whom the 
fee is payable. 

(2) Where in any case a workman who has applied for 
arbitration under the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1906 to 
1922, satisfies the registrar that he has prima facie grounds for 
arbitration and that the necessity of paying fees is likely to 
prevent him from taking proceedings or cause him undue hard- 
ship, the registrar may allow the payment of all or any of the 
fees to be postponed until the proceedings have been determined. 

(8) Paragraph (9) of the Second Schedule to the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1906 [6 Edw. 7, c. 58], shall be amended so as 
to enable a fee to be charged on recording a memorandum under 
that paragraph. 

(4) Paragraph (13) of the Second Schedule to the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1906 (which provides that no court fee, other 
han in respect of medical examination, shall be payable in respect 
of proceedings in a court under that Act prior to the award) shall 
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8. Amendment of s. 59 of principal Act.|—(1) Section fifty-nine 
of the principal Act (which relates to ejectment actions) shall have 
effect as if for the words ‘* one month from the day of service of 
the summons ”’ there were substituted the words ‘* such time as 
may be presecibed by rules of court,’? and as if the following 
subsection were added thereto— 

‘ (2) The rules of court prescribing the procedure under this 
section may make provision for authorising any proceedings 
which have been brought under section one hundred and thirty- 
eight or one hundred and thirty-nine of this Act, but should 
have been brought under this section, to be amended and to be 
continued under this section, and for the procedure on any such 
amendment.” 

(2) This section shall come into operation on the first day of 
January nineteen hundred and twenty-four. 


9. Minor amendments of principal Act.|—(1) There shall be 
payable to brokers and appraisers in respect of the matters 
mentioned in section one hundred and fifty-four of the principal 
Act (which regulates the sale of goods taken in execution) out 
of the produce of goods distrained or sold such fees as may from 
time to time be prescribed by the Lord Chancellor with the 
consent of the Treasury instead of the poundage mentioned in 
that section. 

(2) In section one hundred and sixty-five of the principal Act 
(which relates to orders as to fees) the words ‘‘ the Lord Chancellor 
from time to time with the concurrence of the Treasury ”’ shall be 
substituted for the words ‘‘ the Treasury from time to time with 
the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor.” 

(3) Section four of the principal Act (which provides for the 
alteration of county court districts) shall be amended as 
follows :— 

(a) The powers under that section shall be exercised by 
order of the Lord Chancellor instead of by His Majesty by Order 
in Council : 

(b) Where an order is made under that section for the dis- 
continuance of the holding of any court there shall be power 
to make provision in the order with respect to proceedings 
which may have been commenced in that court : 

(c) Any order made under that section may be varied or 





revoked by a subsequent order so made. 


10. Decision of Treasury to be final.|}—If any question arises 
as to the application of this Act to any person, or as to the 
amount of any pension, allowance or gratuity under this Act, or 
as to the reckoning of any service for such pension, allowance or 
gratuity, the question shall be referred to the Treasury, whose 
decision thereon shall be final. 

11. Ewpenses.|—All allowances and other sums payable under 
this Act shall be paid out of moneys provided by Parliament. 

12. Saving as to tenure of office.|}—Notwithstanding anything 
in any other enactment, the persons who by virtue of this Act 
are required to vacate office on attaining a specified age shall not, 
by reason thereof, be treated as holding their offices otherwise 
than during His Majesty’s pleasure. 

13. Short title, interpretation, and repeal.|—(1) This Act may be 
cited as the County Courts Act, 1923, and shall, except so far as 
it amends the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, be construed 
as one with the County Courts Acts, 1888 to 1919, and this Act 
and those Acts may be cited together as the County Courts Acts, 
1888 to 19238. 
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(2) In this Act, unless the context otherwise requires :— 

The expression “‘ court’? means county court : 

The expression ‘‘ court service ’’ means employment as an 
assistant registrar, or as a clerk, bailiff or usher in the service 
of a court, or employment as a clerk in the service of a district 
registry of the High Court, and includes employment in those 
capacities simultancously :; 

The expression ‘ registrar ”’ 

The expression ‘“‘the principal Act ”’ 
Courts Act, 1888 [51 & 52 Viet. ce. 43]. 
(3) The enactments set out in the Second Schedule to this Act 

are hereby repealed to the extent specified in the third column 
of that Sx hedule. 


means registrar of a court : 
means the County 


SCILEDULES. 
First ScHEDULE. 
[Section 4.] 
SCALE OF ALLOWANCES. 

- An annual allowance not exceeding one-ninth of the last 
annual salary may be granted after the completion of a period 
of service of five vears, 

2. Where the period of service completed exceeds five years, 
there may be granted an annual allowance not exceeding one-ninth 
of the last annual salary with an addition of one-thirty-sixth of 
that salary for eac h completed year’s servic c in eXCESS of five. 

3. The maximum allowance shall be two-thirds of the Last 
annual salary. 

SECOND SCHEDULE. 
[S etion 13. ] 
ENACTMENTS REPEALED. 


Session and 


Short Title. Extent of Repeal. 


Chapter. 
16 & 47 Vict. The Bankruptcy Subsection (14) of section one 
ec. 52 Act, ISS3. hundred and twenty-two. 
51 & 52 Vict The County Section twenty-five, in section 
c. 43. Courts Act, thirty-one the words from 
ISSS. ** Provided that ’’ to the end 
of the section, in section 
thirty-three the words 
‘whom the judge shall be 
‘** empowered to appoint 
‘and ”’ and the words from 
‘provided that’? to the 
words ‘dismissed by the 
* judge,’’ in section thirty- 
four the words ‘‘ by the 
: successor of the high bailiff 
‘or by the judge ”’ and the 
words from ‘and such 
‘wages ”’? to the end of the 
section, sections thirty-six, 
thirty-seven, forty-four to 
forty-seven, and in section 
one hundred and fifty-four 
the words from “and the 
‘ brokers ”’ to the end of the 
section. 
6 Edw. 7. The Workmen’s | In paragraph (9) of the 
c. 58. Compensation Second Schedule the words 


Act, 1906. ‘‘ without fee” and para- 
graph (13) of that Schedule. 
Paragraph (a) of section 
fifteen. 


9 & 10 Geo, 5. The County 
ec. 73. Courts Act, 
1919. 


Sir Joseph Hewitt, of Ouslethwaite Hall, near Barnsley, Yorks, 
who rose from the position of office boy to that of a solicitor, and 
became one of the most prominent coalowners in South Yorkshire, 
a director of the British Association of Glass Bottle Manufacturers, 
and for some time Advisor to the Coal Controller and a member 
of the Executive Council of the Mining Association of Great 
Britain, who died on Sth February in his 57th year, left estate 
of the value of £68,965, with net personalty £56,952. 


THE MII )DLESEX HOSPITAL. 


WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
rorou? tHe OLarms or THe Mrppiesex Hospirat, 
WHICH 6 URGENTLY In NEED OF Funps yor res Humane Work. 











Stock Exchange Prices of certain 
Trustee Securities. 


Next London Stock Exchange Settlement, 
Thursday, 23rd August. 


Bank Rate 4 





MIDDLE 
INTERES 
Price. | oo ~; 
8th August. —— 


English Government Securities. 





£ s. d. 
Consols 24% oe we oe 584 4 5 6 
War Loan 5% 1929- 47 ws “+ -- | 100% 419 0 
War Loan 44% 1925-45... ° ee 964 413 0 
War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1929- 42 | oe ee 1014 319 0 
War Loan 34% Ist March 1928 .. “ 958xd.. 313 0 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 923 4 6 6 
Victory 4% Bonds (available at par for | 
istate Duty) oo | Oe 45 6 
Conversion 34% Loan 1961 or after eo | TOR 4 8 0 
Local Loans 3% 1912 or after es 673 49 0 
India 54% 15th January 1932 e* -- | 10l}xd.. 5 9 0 
India 44% 1950-55 .. ee ee . 88} 5 1 6 
India 34% .. oe oe oe oe 69+ 5 1 0 
India 3% - ee oe os ee 59} 5 1 6 
Colonial Securities. 
British E. Africa 6% 1946-56 9s oe 1124 5 7 0 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 e° ee 97} 412 0 
New South Wales 5% 1932- 42 ee 100xd.| 5 0 0 
New South Wales 44% 1935-45. oe 93 416 6 
Queensland 44% 1920-25 .. ° ee 974 412 6 
S. Australia 34% 1926-36 .. ee ee 834 4 4 0 
Victoria 5% 1932-42 ee ° oe 101 419 0 
New Zealand 4% 1929 ee ee oe 94 4 65 0 
Canada 3% 1938 ee 7193 |315 0 
Cape of Good Hope 34% 1929-49 .. oe 80 4 7 6 
Corporation Stocks. 
Ldn. Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 
a of Corpn 56 4 9 0 
Ldn. Cty. 3% Con. "Stk. “after 1920 at 
option of Corpn. o4 66 411 0 
Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 at option 
of Corpn. oe oe oe 654 412 0 
Bristol 34% 1925-65 ee ee es 78xd.| 410 0 
Cardiff 34% 1935 .. oe oe oe 87 4 0 6 
Glasgow 24% 1925-40 ee 74 3 8 0 
Liverpool 34% on or after 1942 at option 
of Corpn. oe ee 78 410 0 
Manchester 8% on or after 1941 .. es 65xd. 4 12 0 
Newcastle 34% irredeemable “a ee 75 413 0 
Nottingham 3% irredeemable ee 664 410 0 
Plymouth 3% 1920-60 os oe 684 4 8 0 
Middlesex C.C. 34% 1927- 47 aa os 79ixd..4 8 0 
English Railway Prior Charges. 
Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture .. es 84}xd.; 4 15 0 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charge “i 1044 416 0 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Preference .. oe 102 418 0 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Debenture .. 83xd. 4 16 0 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 824 | 417 0 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Ist Preference 814 418 0 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Debenture s 83ixd. 415 § 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 82xd.| 417 6 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Preference -s 80 5 0 0 
Southern Railway 1% Debenture oe 82 417 0 
Southern Railway 5% Guaranteed - 103 416 6 
Southern Railway 5% Preference am 100} 419 6 


We understand that there is to be an appeal by the landlord, 
Mr. Keeves, in the case of Keeves v. Dean, decided by the Divisional 
Court recently as to the assignability of a statutory tenancy. 


Mr. John Barham Carslake, of Westfield-road, Edgbaston, 
senior partne rin Ryland, Martineau & Co., solicitors, Birmingham, 
who in the year he took his degree at Oxford (1868) won the 
Queen’s Prize at a grandson of the Captain Carslake 
who fought with Nelson at Trafalgar, and who as midshipman 
of the watch made the famous signal, died on 6th June, aged 77, 


leaving property of the gross value of £36,060, with net personalty 


£33,206. 








wer 
soli 
wor 
The 
pric 
pric 
ask 
the 





ocoococo coco o So 


coo 


aaocooaoacoeoo 


rd, 
nal 


on, 
am, 
the 
ake 
nan 


ity 


ilty 


August II, 1923 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 67] 817 








Unqualified Practitioners. 


At Llanilar (Cardiganshire) Petty Sessions on Friday, 3rd inst., 
before Lord Ystwythand other justices, Daniel Watkins, Bedlwyn 
Felinfach, a former solicitor, appeared to answer a charge of 
having prepared a deed for the conveyance of certain land for a 
fee, he not being a barrister or certificated solicitor. The 
defendant pleaded guilty and admitted the facts. 

Mr. W. T. Wallis-Jones, Carmarthen, said he appeared to 
prosecute on behalf of the Law Society and he asked the Bench 
to consider what steps they should take to prevent a recurrence 
of that offence. The penalty was £50, and under the Finance 
Act of 1921 that Court had power to deal with the charge. His 
instructions were that up to eight years ago defendant was a 
solicitor, but since that time had not been upon the rolls. On or 
about 29th November of last year Evan Jones agreed to sell to 
Jenkyn Evans a farm known as Llwest in Cilianaeron for £1,400. 
Defendant prepared the deed and charged each person £3 3s. 
These facts came out in a case which came before the Deputy- 
Registrar of the Aberayron County Court on 15th March last, 
when Evan Jones was cross-examined as to his means in a work- 
man’s compensation case. Jones then stated that defendant 
had worked for him and that a fee was paid for it. He desired to 
point out that people who employed a person not properly certified 
were also Jiable to be fined for aiding and abetting. It was right 
that the public should know that the only way such work could 
be done with safety and security was by qualified persons con- 
trolled and governed by Acts of Parliament. Defendant was 
secretary of the Farmer’s Union and no one would like to interfere 
with his making a proper living provided he did not entrench 
upon the provisions of the law made for the protection of solicitors 
as wellas the public. Ina similar charge heard at Marlborough 
Police Court, where a fee of £1 1s. had been charged, the full 
penalty of £50 and £5 5s. costs was inflicted. 

The Defendant said the object of the Act was to protect people 
against persons not competent to do the work. He did not think 
there was any solicitor in Cardiganshire who would suggest that he 
(the defendant) was not perfectly competent to do the work as 
well as any other solicitor in the county. No one who entrusted 
that work to him would run any risk. In the case in question 
solicitors were asking £30 to do the work and neighbours appealed 
to him to do it for £3 3s. each. He did the work and the only 
persons interested were members of his old profession. People 
were protesting against trade unions‘and prohibitive rates, but 
solicitors were protected and none could take money for doing law 
work without the risk of a fine and of being called a blackleg. 
The law profession, in order to charge a scale of fees above market 
prices, had joined in a common bond not to go behind those 
prices under a penalty of £100, and they now came forward and 
asked the Bench to support their trade union. As to the deeds 
they were good. 

Mr. Wallis-Jones : The only bond which the West Wales Law 
Society has is a bond not to go beyond certain allowances on the 
fixed charges. 

Lord Ystwyth: There are certain things that defendant can 
do for the farmers and others which he cannot. 

Mr. Wallis-Jones : Some people might think he is qualified to act. 

Lord Ystwyth: The thing is to make people understand that 
he cannot do this. 

The Bench fined the defendant £10 and limited the costs to £10. 








Perils of the Road. 
POLICE WARNING TO DRIVERS. 


The following official statement was issued from Scotland Yard 

last Saturday :— 
_ The Commissioner of Police is viewing with much concern the 
Increase in the number of traffic fatalities which have occurred 
during the months from January to April, 1923. During this 
period there has been an increase of twenty-two people killed, 
as compared with the corresponding period of 1922. Contributing 
to the total number of fatalities, it is observable that those caused 
by motor-omnibuses have risen from nine in 1922 to twenty-two 
In 1923, while those attributable to the trade and commercial 
class have risen from sixty-two in 1922 to eighty in 1923. 

While making due allowance for an increase in the number of 
Vehicles using the streets, it must be apparent that drivers should 
have far greater regard to the provisions of the law with respect 
to dangerous, reckless, or negligent driving, or driving at a speed 
that is dangerous having regard to all the conditions which exist, 
or which may reasonably be expected to exist, at the time. 

Considering the very serious consequence of many of the 
accidents, the Commissioner has felt it to be bis duty to direct 
the police to check by all means in their power fast and dangerous 
driving, but it is hoped, now that the facts have been brought to 
notice, that employers will see that their drivers are duly warned 
@fdinstructed in the risks they run, and that all drivers in their own 

ts will see to it that no act of theirs shall be the cause of dan- 


set, nor compel the police to take action for breaches of the law. 





J 7 / D 
BOUITY AWN LAW 
. 4 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C.2. 
ESTABLISHED 1844, 
DIRECTORS. 
Chairman—Sir Richard Stephens Taylor. Deputy-Chairman—L. W. North Hickley, Esq. 
Alexander Dingwaii Bateson, Esq., K.0. Sir John Roger Burrow Gregory. 
Bernard E, H. Bircham, Esq Archibald Herbert J , Esq. 
Sir John George Butaher, Bart., K.C., M.¥. ttien Gah Stee “Eee. 7 
ch, Esq. ; - “ 
Philip @. Collins, Esq. The Rt. Hon. Lord Phillimore, P.C., D.C.L, 
Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 


Harry Mitton Crookenden, Esq. 
Robert William Dibdin, Esq. The Hon. Sir Charles Russell, Bart., K.C.V.0O. 
Charles Baker Dimond, Esq. Sir Francis Minchin Voules, C.B.E, 
The Rt, Hon. Lord Ernie, P.C., M.V.O. Charles Wigan, Esq. 
FUNDS EXCEED .« - £5,000,000. 
All classes of Life Assurance Granted. Whole Life and Endowment Assurances without 
profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium. 
W. P. PHELPS, Manager. 


Sir Charles Wilson. 


Sir Charles Wilson, says the Incorporated Accountants’ Journal, 
who has been elected member for Central Leeds in the place of the 
late Mr. A. W. Willey, has been a Fellow of the Society of 
Incorporated Accountants and Auditors since 24th March, 1891, 
and occupied the position of President of the Society during the 
three years 1901-4. In the work of the Society he has been a 
living force, and he has brought to bear on the problems con - 
fronting the Council not only his professional knowledge but his 
wide experience as a public man. In the year 1903 he gave 
evidence on behalf of the Society before the Joint Select Com- 
mittee of the two Houses of Parliament on Municipal Trading, and 
warmly supported the audit of the accounts of all municipal 
authorities by Chartered or Incorporated Accountants. A 
recommendation to this effect was contained in the Committee’s 
report, and the increasing employment of the profession in regard 
to local authorities’ audits owes a good deal to Sir Charles’s 
advocacy. For some years past Sir Charles Wilson has been 
Chairman of the Parliamentary Committee of the Council of the 
Society, and he is also President of the Yorkshire District Society 
of Incorporated Accountants. 

In regard to the public life of Leeds it is not too much to say 
that he is the best known man in the city and highly esteemed by 
the citizens of every classandtype. He has been a member of the 
Leeds City Council since 1890, and an Alderman since 1907. 
In March last the City Council presented him with the Honorary 
Freedom of the City, and on the same occasion Leeds University 
conferred on Sir Charles the honorary degree of Doctor of Laws. 
During the war he was very energetic in recruiting, and was 
Captain and Quartermaster of the Leeds “ Pals ” Battalion, As 
a result of a fall from his horse he was invalided out, and after - 
wards became Major of the Leeds Section of the West Riding 
Motor Transport Volunteers. Sir Charles Wilson has been twice 
married, and Lady Wilson is the daughter of the late Mr. J. P. 
Garnett, of Nawton. 














Legal News. 


Appointments. 

Mr. ROLAND EpMUND LOMAX VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, K.C., has 
been appointed to be Recorder of Swansea in the place of Sir 
Edward Marlay Samson, K.C., who resigned on appointment as 
Stipendiary Magistrate of Swansea. 

Mr. CHARLES PALEY Scott has been appointed to be Recorder 
of Doncaster in the place of the late Mr. Edgar Meynell. 

Mr. Vaughan ,Williams, who has hitherto been Recorder of 
Carmarthen, was called to the Bar by Lincoln’s Inn in 1893. He 
became a Bencher in 1918. Mr. Scott was called to the Bar by 
the Inner Temple in 1906, 


Dissolution. 

HerBert Woopnousk and GeraLtp Hrerserr WoopHouse, 
both of the City and County of Kingston-upon-Hull, solicitors 
‘Woodhouse & Son), and at Bridlington, in the County of York 
(Harland, Woodhouse & Son). The Ist day of August, 1923. 
The said Herbert Woodhouse will continue to carry on the said 
business under the old styles or firms. 










VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all Policy Holders should 
have a detailed valuation of their effects. Property is generally very inadequately 
insured, and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & SONS 
(LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 
auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, and will be glad 
to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture. 
works of art, bric-A-brac aspeciality. [ADVT?.) 
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Winding-up Notices. 
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fTHE DATE MENTIONED, 


August 


SPOCK 


IDAY, 


songer-lan 
rue Croypos 
J. Pain, 18 
THe WHEATLEY 
stron I 


PICT 
Low-pa 

HI 
C.A., 


t.. Leeds 
N. H. CHARLESW 
6. Weatg 
KLLI 
st 


¢ 
ats 


Wakefi 

on Bros. La Aug. 31 » wdroofe, 15 

, Bradford 

WooDpALOID LTD Aug. 21 
lHE STANDARD INVESTMENT TI 
Oct. 10 John C. Row Wi 
st., B.C.2 


W. R. Gaff, Liquidator 
AND AGENCY Co. Li 
House, Old’ Broad 





Resolutions for Winding-up 
Volui 


itarily. 
PRipay, August 
idles Harn & General 
leather Goods Manufac- 
turers’ Association of Great 
tain 
Financial ¢ 
lAd 
M.& H.K 
Ltd Wo , 
rh 


John Hallett & Cc poration 


The Doe Park 


Lid 


¥ Uo 
© ¢ ul 


vans & 
el-Arab 
Flotilla Co, LAd 

Kay Doubling ! . . 

Chatteris Er I 0 ( ) Land Co. Lid 
Ltd i Hotel Co. Ltd, 
Rh. Whitaker lieries Ltd 
1.2.1. Rest 


th 
Th 


surant 


Londor 

Capel A 
The Lynn News ar 

Press Co. Ltd 
Warburton & Cook Ltd 
The Portland Mineral Wa 

Supply Co. Lid 
Bearston Ltd 
Reddish Bije 

Theatre Co, Ltd 
The Central Chil ( 


Lid 


rhe 


pp 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


RECEIVING ORDERS 

AY, August 
ALLBUTT lunstall, ¢ 
Hanley Pet July 30 
DAKt HARRY, , Po y 

Aug. | Ord 
BENNETTS, WILF! 

Aug. 1. Ord 


val Miner 


rHE 


| 


Bincu, FRANCES E., and Tobacco 
Retailer. Derby. Pet. July 31 t 
Bounp, Tuomas L., Llandrindod ells, » Agent. 
Wewtown. Pet. Aug. 1. Ord. Aug 
Bowen, Wi11amM J., Port Talbot, 
Pet. July 31. Ord. July 31 
Bare, Concrrr W., Thornaby-on-Tees, 
on-Tees. Pet. July 30. Ord. July 30 
WittiAmM H., and RICHARDSON, JOHN, 
Collier Durham, Wholesale Confectioners 
Pet. July 31. Ord. Jaly 31 
Brown, Tuomas, Fulham-rd 
Aug. 1 Ord. Aug 
CARR, JouN, Hoyland, Yorks., Boot Repairer. 
Pet. July 30. Ord. July 30 
CARTER, Hakky, Great 
Grimsby Pet. July y 2 
CHAMP, JAMES ( r., and JeERREAT, WALTER, Harrow 
Builders. St. Albans. Pet. l. Ord. Aug 
CLARKE, Hexry H., Twickenham. Brentford. Pet 
Ord. July 30. 
CLos WILLIAM J., Swansea, 
July 30. Ord. July 30 
COLEMAN, ALFRED, Orcop, 
Pet. Aug. 1 Ord. Aug. 1 
CrowrHer, J. , and V., Pudsey, 
Pet. July 13. Ord. July 31. 
Davies, Davip 8., Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer. 
July 31. Ord. July 31 
JAMES, Liverpool, Hors 
Ord. July 30. 
, J., Manchester. 
, 30 
DODGSON, 
Bradford 
DUNKLEY, 


Codnor, Derby, 


lworker. Neath 


St 
Builder. 


Stockton- 


Pudho« 
Durham 


Baker High Court Pet 


Barnsley 


Fish 


28 d. July 2 


Labourer Great 


~ 


June 6 


Clothier Pet. 


Swansea. 


Hereford, Farmer. Hereford 


Cloth Merchants. Bradford. 


Merthyr Tydfil. 


Dealer. Liverpool. Pet 


Manchester. Pet. July 14. Ord. 


Bradford, Stuff Merchant’s Clerk 
30. Ord. July 30 
ALBERT, Weedon, Northampton 
Northampton. Pet. July 31. Ord. July 
FARROW, SIMFON, Shaw, near Oldham, 
Pet. July 19. Ord. July 31 
FIeLps, JONATHAN, Baumber, 
Pet. July 31. Ord. July 31. 
GARSIDE, GEORGE, High Moorsley, Durham, 
Durham, Pet. July 28 Ord, July 
GIRSHINE, MoRRI Barbican, Woollen 
Court Pet. July 28. Ord, July 28. 
GODDARD, Freperick L., Lincoln, House Painter. Lincoln 
Pet. July 30. Ord. July 30. 
HALLIWELL, VERNON, Middleton, Ge 
Pet. Aug. 1. Ord. Aug. 1 
HALL, CHARLES H., Warsop, Nott 
Pet. July 31. Ord. July 31 
Nps, EpMUND H Wolverhampton, Leather 
rhampton. Pet. Aug. 1. Ord. Aug. |! 
HARGRAVES, SAMUEL, Leicester Boot 
July 31. Ord. July 31 
NEERING & Stipe CAR MANUFACTURING Co 
Brighton. Pet. July 5. Ord. July 31 
WILLIAM, Spalding, Mechanical Engineer 
Pet. July 17. Ord. Aug 1 
REGINALD W., COWEN, GODFREY 8., Cannon-st., 
High Court. Pet. May 4. Ord. Aug 
HENNINGS, GEORG Sheffield Restaurant 
Sheffield. Pet. July 31. Ord. July 31 
JorveR, Winrrip &., Broadoak, Glos., 
Gloucester. P J 3 Ord. July 31 
KILsBY, THOMAS N., kh g, Boot & Shox 
ampton. Pet. Jul y 28 
LANG, HERBERT, and FRANK 
Motor Engineers. Ls Pet. July 
Len, WILLIAM Hagworthingham, Lincoln, Haulage 
Contractor. Lincoln. Pet. July 31. Ord. July 31 
LEWIS, NATHAN, Barbican, Woollen Merchant. High Court. 
Pet. July 28. Ord. July 28 
Murncu, Harry J., Chelsea, Estate 
Pet. June 7. Ord, Aug. 1 
NICHOLLS, THOMAS, and NICHOLLS, 
Statis., Pawnbroker Walsall. Pet 
O.HERN, HERBERT, Richmond, Yorks, Motor Engineer. 
Northallerton. Pet. July 31. Ord. July 31 
, LEONARD, Bradford, Journeyman Painter 
July 31. Ord. July 31 
PEPPER, JOHN W., Nordeiph, Norfolk, 
Lynn. Pet. July 31. Ord. July 
PLANT, ANNIE, Cradley Heath, Staffs 
Pet. July 30. Ord. Ju 
REYNOLDS, JOHN H 
hampton. Pet. July 
ROBERTSHAW, CLARA 
Aug. 1. Ord. Aug 


CHARLES E 

Pet. July 
Builder. 
ol. 
Farmer. Oldham. 


Lincoln, Joiner Lincoln. 


Publican, 
28 


Merchant. High 


neral Carrier. Oldham. 
Printer Nottingham. 


Merchant. 


Manufacturer 


Peter- 


HEwIT! 
Merchants 
Proprietor 


Motor Engineer. 


Factor. North- 


Melton 
0 


Mowbray, 
Ord, July 30 


Agent High Court 
ALBERT A., Willenhall, 
July3L. Ord. July 31 


Bradford 


Smallholder 


King’s 


Fish Dealer. Dudley. 


erhampton, Joiner. Wolver- 


Ord, Jul 1 
Bradford, Draper 


Bradford Pet. 


SHaptro,: L., Watling-st., Costume Manufacturer 
Court. Pet. June 22. Ord. July 30. 

Simmons, WILLIAM F., Higham Ferrers, Boot Manufacturer, 
Northampton. Pet. July 30. Ord. July 30. 

Smirn, ALBERT W., Kingsdown, Bristol, 
Bristol. Pet. July 31. Ord. July 31. 

SmiTH, ANNIE F., Fitzwilliam, near Wakefield, Draper, 
Wakefield. Pet. July 27. Ord. July 27. 

Swan Rupper Co., The, Dukinfleld. Ashton-under-Lyne, 
Pet. July 18. Ord. July 31 

TAYLOR, ALBERT W., Orpington, Kent, Builder. 
Pet. Aug. 1. Ord. Aug. 1. 

ly.er, Percy D., Hastings, Stationer’s Manager. Hasting 
Pet. July 30. Ord. July 30 

Vickers, JOHN, Rhyl, Glass 
July 30. Ord. July 30 

WATERTON, Captain C., Brook-st 
Ord. July 30. 

WHITAKER, ALBERT, Woodford, Essex. 
June 14. Ord. July 30. 

WHITE, STEPHEN, Pendleton, Grocer. 
Ord. Aug. 1. 

WILLIAMS, BLODWEN, Llansawel, Bootmaker 
Pet. Aug. 1. Ord. Aug. 1. 

WREN, THOMAS, and HALL, FRANK, Newport, Mon., Builders, 
Newport (Mon.). Pet. July 30. Ord. July 30. 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
london Gazette of July 27, 1923: 
Bussy, CLEMENT W. J., Bath, Motor Dealer. 
June 28. Ord. July 24. 


High 


Nurseryman, 


cre 


Merchant, Bangor 


High Court. Pet. April 14, 


High Court. Pet, 


Salford. Pet. Aue 1, 


Carmarthen, 


Bath. Pet. 


London Gazette. TUESDAY, August 7. 


BARNES, STANLEY J., Horley, Surrey, Farmer. 
Pet. Aug. 3. Ord, Aug. 3. 
BEARD, A., Bethnal Green-rd., 
Pet. July 31. Ord. Aug. 3. 
BopBI0o, Domenic, Folkestone, Restaurant 
Canterbury. Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 3. 

BROAD, GEORGE H., Cobridge, Staffs., Grocer. 
Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 3. 

CAMPION, EmILEY, Kettering. 
Ord. Aug. 1. 

Cote, FRANK I., Smethwick, Baker. 
July 20. Ord. Aug. 1. 

CouPAR, ALEXANDER, Wimbledon, Confectioner. 
Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 3 

DAVIES, WILLIAM, Ammanford, Bootmaker. 
Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 3. 

ELSTON, Percy, Nottingham, Licensed Hawker, Nottingham. 
Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 3. 

FLEMMER, Gus, Nottingham, Painter. 
July 23. Ord. Aug. 2 

GARNER, WILIIAM, Cadishead, near Manchester, 
Salford. Pet. July 12. Ord. Aug. 3. 

GREEN, WILLIAM, Leicester, Undertaker. 
Aug. 2. Ord. Aug. 2. 

HiGH, ALFRED, Southall, 
July 16. Ord. Aug. 3. 

LATTIMER, WILLIAM, Mealsgate, Cumberland, 
Carlisle. Pet. July 20. Ord. Aug. 3. 

LEVENBERG, ISACK, Handel-st., W.C. 
April 10. Ord. Aug 

Moore, VALENTIA 8., Grantham, Race 
Nottingham. Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 3. 

PALMER, FRANK, Wishech-Saint-Peter, Greengrocer 
Lynn. Pet. Aug. 2. Ord. Aug. 2. 
Puppy, Percy V., and O'BRIEN, JACK, Shop Fitt 
Islington. High Court. Pet. Aug. 2. Ord. Aug. 2. 
Ricketts, WILLIAM, Ashton-in-Makerfield, Retail Grocer, 
Wigan. Pet. Aug. 2. Ord. Aug. 2. 

RosBinson, Hanky, West Bridgford, Landscape Gardener. 
Nottingham. Pet. Aug. 2. Ord. Aug. 2 

SmKin, Henry, Colwyn Bay, Court Dressmaker. 
Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 3. 

Spick, Joun C., Newark-on-Trent, Cycle Agent. Nottingham. 
Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 3. 

Stone, J., Aldgate, Gown 
Pet. July 28. Ord. Aug. 2 

TAYLOR, JOHN H., Hunstanton, Company Director. 
Lynn. Pet. Aug. 2. Ord. Aug. 2. 

Vizer, CLAUD, Gracechurch-st., Registrar of a Limited 
Company. High Court. Pet. July 12. Ord. Aug. 2. 
WILLIAMSON, LAWRENCE, Southport, Publican. Stockport. 

Pet. July 17. Ord. Aug. 2. 
WILLIAMSON, Walter, York, Fruiterer. 
Hull. Pet. Aug. 2. Ord. Aug. 2. 
Woo.r, SoLomon, Bow, Mantle Manufacturer 
Pet. Aug. 2. Ord. Aug. 2. 


Croydon 
Cabinet Maker. High Court. 
Manager. 

Hanley, 
Pet. 


Northampton. Aug. 1, 


Birmingham. Pet. 
Kingston, 
Carmarthen. 


Nottingham. Pet. 


Builder, 
Leicester. Pet. 


Schoolmaster. Windsor. Pet. 
Builder, 
High Court. Pet. 
Horse Trainer, 


King’ 


Bangor. 


Manufacturer High Court. 


King’s 


Kingston-upon- 


High Court. 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION WRITE: 











THE LICENSES AND 
INSURANCE CO., LTD., 


ed Fire, Burglary, Loss of Profit, Employers’ 
; wali xe ° ~ ° ° ege 
COMET Bidelity, Glass, Motor, Public Liability, ete. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL 


Counsel will be sent on application. 


24, 26 & 28, MOORGATE, E.C.2. 


LICENSING 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of Licensed Property settled by 


GENERAL 


MATTERS. 

















